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FRIDAY, MARCH 6, 1953 


Unrrep STATES SENATE, 
ComMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washi) gion, mC. 

The subcommittee met pursuant to eall, at 4:15 DT -e the 
committee room, 224 Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C 
Senator Guy Cordon chairman of the subcommittee presiding 

Present: Senators Guy Cordon, Oregon (chairman of the subecon 
mittee); Arthur V. Watkins, Utah; and Thomas H. Kuchel, California 

Also present: Senators Hugh Butler, Nebraska (chairman); and 
Russell B. Long, Louisiana 

\lso present: Kirkley S. Coulter, chief clerk; Stewart French, staff 
counsel; and Miss N. D. MeSherry, assistant chief clerk 

Senator Corpon. The committee will come to ordet 

This is 2 meeting of the Subcommittee on Territories and Insular 
Affairs of the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, called to 
open hearings on proposed legislation to enable the ‘Territory of 
Hawaii to be admitted as a State of the United States—the 49th 
State. There are before us two bills which would achieve that pur- 
pose: S. 49, which I had the honor of introducing on my own behalf 
and that of 15 other Senators; and S. 51, which Senator Murray, the 
ranking minority member of the committee, introduced for himself 
and 14 other Democratic Senators. A number of Senators are on both 
bills, including Senator Murray and Senator Anderson 

The two bills are substantially identical, except that S. 49 contains 
a new section 17 by which jurisdiction over shipping to the proposed 
new State would be retained in the Federal Maritime Commission 
rather than pass automatically to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. Later this afternoon I will place in this record the report of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission on that amendment, and we may 
have an opportunity to hear today also from a representative of the 
shipping industry on that subject 

However, because of the similarity of the two bills and the fact 
that S. 49 contains the additional section 17, only the text of S. 49 
will appear in the record at this point. 5S. 51, introduced by Senator 
Murray, is the same bill, as I understand it, except that 5S. 51 does not 
contain section 17 with reference to the maritime jurisdiction 

(S. 49 is as tollows:) 


2 49 ( 
44, Sod 


A BILL To enable the people of Hawaii to form a constitution and Stat ernment ar 


into the Union on an equal footing with the original States 
Be at enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the inhabitants of all that part of the United 
States now constituting the Territory of Hawaii, as at present described, are 


1 
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herebv authorize rim f ther elves a constitution and State government 
he name aforesaid, which State, when so formed, shall be admitted into the 
{ on, and that the uid State of Hawaii shall consist of all the territory now 
cluded in the said Territory of Hawaii, all as hereinafter provided 
Sec. 2. Sections 2 and 3 of the Act of the Territorial Legislature of Hawai 
entitled \r Act to provide for a constitutional conventior the adoption of a 
State constitution, and the forwarding of the same to the Congress of the United 
States, and appropriating money therefor’, approved May 20, 1949 (Act 33 
se on Laws of Hawaii, 1949 hich sections provide for the election and organi- 
sation of a constitutional convention and the forming of a constitution and 
State government for the proposed State of Hawaii, are hereby ratified, and the 
vention for which provision is made in said Act of the Territorial legislature 
all be, and is hereby, recognized as the body authorized to form a constitutional 
and State government for said proposed State In order that the constitutional 


vention so elected and organized may have an opportunity to consider whether 
any changes in the constitution and State government so formed are needed by 
reason of the enactment of this Act, the Governor of the Territorv of Hawaii. 
within twenty days after the approval of this Act, may, and upon petition by at 
least one-fifth of the delegates to said convention shall, issue a proclamation 
directing said convention to reconvene on the day designated by such proclama- 
tion, which day shall be not later than ten days after the issuance of such proclama- 
tion. 

Che constitution shall be republican in form, shall make no distinction in 
civil or political rights on account of race or color, shall not be repugnant to the 
Constitution of the United States and the principles of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, and shall provide that no person who advocates, or who aids or belongs 
to any party, organization, or association which advocates, the overthrow by 
force or violence of the government of the State of Hawaii or of the United States 
shall be qualified to hold any public office of trust or profit under the State con- 
stitution. Said constitution shall provide 

First. That perfect freedom of religious worship shall be secured, and that no 
inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or property on account 
of his or her mode of religious worship 

Second. That provisions shall be made for the establishment and maintenance 
of a system of public schools which shall be open to all children of said State and 
free from sectarian control 

Third. That the debts and liabilities of said Territory of Hawaii shall be 
assumed and paid by said State and all debts owed to said Territory of Hawaii 
shall be collected by said State 

Fourth. That the State and its people cede to the United States, and disclaim 
title to, the property in the Territory of Hawaii set aside by Act of Congress or by 
Executive order or proclamation of the President or the Governor of Hawaii 
for the use of the United States and remaining so set aside immediately prior 
to the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union as more particularly 
provided in the next section of this Act. 

Fifth. That, as a complact with the United States relating to the management 
and disposition of the Hawaiian home lands, the Hawaiian Homes Commission 
Act, 1920, as amended, is adopted as a law of said State, subject to amendment 
or repeal only with the consent of the United States, and in no other manner: 
Provided, That (1) sections 202, 213, 219, 220, 222, 224, and 225 and other pro- 
visions relating to administration, and paragraph (2) of section 204, sections 206 
and 212, and other provisions relating to the powers and duties of officers other 
than those charged with the administration of said Act, may be amended in the 
original constitution, or in the manner required for ordinary State legislation, 
but the Hawaiian home-loan fund, the Hawaiian home-operating fund, and the 
Hawaiian home-development fund shall not be reduced or impaired, and the 
encumbrances authorized to be placed on Hawaiian home lands by officers other 
than those charged with the administration of said Act shall not be increased 
except with the consent of the United States; (2) that any amendment to increase 
the benefits to lessees of Hawaiian home lands may be made in the original con- 
stitution, or in the manner required for ordinary State legislation, but the qualifi- 
cations of lessees shall not be changed except with the consent of the United States; 
and (3) that all proceeds and income from Hawaiian home lands shall be avail, 
able to said State for use in accordance with the terms of said Acv. 

Sixth. That the lands and other property belonging to citizens of the United 
States residing without said State shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the 
lands and other property belonging to residents thereof. 
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Seventh. That said State and its people do agree and declare that no taxes 

shall be imposed by said State upon any lands or other property now owned or 
hereafter acquired by the United States; and that all provisions of this Act 
reserving rights or powers to the United States, as well as those perscribing the 
terms or conditions of the grants of lands or other property herein made to the 
said State, are consented to fully by said State and its people. 
Sec. 3. (a) The State of Hawaii and its political subdivisions, as the case 
may be, shall retain all the lands and other public property title to which is in 
the Territory of Hawaii or a political subdivision thereof, except as herein pro- 
vided, and all such lands and other property shall remain and be the absolute 
property of the State of Hawaii and its political subdivisions, as the case may 
be, subject to the constitution and laws of said State: Provided, however, That 
as to any such lands or other property heretofore or hereafter set aside by Act 
of Congress or by Executive Order or proclamation of the President or the 
Governor of Hawaii, pursuant to law, for the use of the United States, whether 
absolutely or subject to limitations, and remaining so set aside immediately prior 
to the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union, the United States shall 
be and become vested with absolute title thereto, or an interest therein con- 
formable to such limitations, as the case may be. 

(b) The United States shall retain title to all the public lands and other public 
property in Hawaii title to which is in the United States (except as hereafter 
provided) for a period of five years after the enactment of this Act. Such land 
and public property shall continue to be administered in accordance with the 
laws applicable thereto immediately prior to the admission of said State until 
otherwise provided by the Congress: Provided, That immediately after the 
enactment of this Act an investigation and report shall be made by a joint com- 
mittee composed of the members of the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs of the Senate and of the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs of the 
House of Representatives upon the subject of the public lands and other public 
property in Hawaii and the terms and provisions of the cession and transfer 
thereof by the Republic of Hawaii, and the Congress shall thereafter make a final 
determination and disposition of the remaining public lands and other public 
property. In the event the Congress has made no other disposition thereof 
within said five-year period, then title to all of the public lands and other public 
property undisposed of shall thereupon vest in the State of Hawaii absolutely: 
Provided, however, That as to any such lands or other property heretofore or 
hereafter set aside by Act of Congress or by Executive order or proclamation 
of the President or the Governor of Hawaii, pursuant to law, for the use of the 
United States or the Territory of Hawaii or a political subdivision thereof, 
whether absolutely or subject to limitations, and remaining so set aside imme- 
diately prior to the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union, the United 
States or the State of Hawaii or, subject to the constitution and laws of said 
State, such political subdivision, as the case may be, shall retain or become vested 
with absolute title thereto, or an interest therein conformable to such limitations, 
as the case may be: Provided further, That the provisions of section 91 of the 
Hawaiian Organic Act, as amended (48 U. 8. C., see. 511), which authorize the 
President to restore to their previous status lands set aside for the use of the 
United States, shall not terminate upon the admission of the State of Hawaii 
into the Union but shall continue in effect until the end of said five-year period. 

(ec) The State of Hawaii, upon the admission to the Union, shall be entitled 
to select, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to issue 
patents to said State for one hundred and eighty thousand acres of public lands, 
as that term is defined in section 73 (a) of the Hawaiian Organic Act (42 Stat. 
116, 48 U. S. C., see. 663), within the boundaries of said State. The selection 
of such lands by the State of Hawaii shall be made and completed within five 
years from the admission of said State into the Union. The lands so selected 
shall be in lieu of any and all grants provided for new States by provisions of 
law other than this Act, and such grants shall not extend to the State of Hawaii. 

(d) The lands patented to the State of Hawaii pursuant to the preceding sub- 
section, together with the proceeds thereof and the income therefrom, shall be 
held by said State as a public trust for the support of the public schools and other 
public educational institutions, for the betterment of the conditions of native 
Hawaiians, as defined in the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act, 1920, as amended, 
for the development of farm and home ownership on as widespread a basis as 
possible, for the making of public improvements, and for the provision of lands 
for public use. Such lands, proceeds, and income shall be managed and disposed 
of for one or more of the foregoing purposes in such manner as the constitution 
and laws of said State may provide, and their use for any other object shall con- 
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shall in any event include two Senators and two Representatives in Cong 
Until and unless otherwise required by the constitution or laws of said State, said 
Representatives shall be elected at larg 

If the Congress shall disapprove said constitution, such disapproval shall be 
certified by the President to the Gove rnor of said Territory, with the opjyections 
to the proposed constitution; the Governor thereupon by proclamation shall 
order the constitutional convention to reassemble at a date not later than t 
days after receipt of such notification and thereafter a new constitution may 





formed and the same proceedings shall be taken in regard thereto in like manner 
as if said constitution were being originally prepared for submission and submitted 





to the people: Provide 1, That not more than one election shall be held under 
authority of this paragraph 

Sec. 5. In case the Congress approves. a constitution duly ratified by the 
people of said Territory, all as hereinbefore provided, an election, or primary and 
general elections, as may be required by said constitution, shall be held at tl 
time or times named in the proclamation of the Governor of said Territory pro- 
vided for in the preceding section Said election shall take place not earlier thar 


sixty days nor later th: 
of said Territory ordering the same, or if a primary election is to be held, then the 


1 ninety days after said proclamation by the Governor 





primary election shall take place not earlier than sixty days nor later than ninety 
days after said proclamation by the Governor of said Territory, and the general 
election shall take place within forty days after the primary election \t such 


election or elections the officers required to be elected as provided in section 4, 
shall be chosen by the pe ople Such election or elections shall be held. and the 
qualifications of voters thereat shall be, as prescribed by said constitution and the 





laws of said State for the election of members of the State legislature Che 
returns thereof shall be made and certified in such manner as the constitution 
and laws of said State may prescribe When said election of said officers above 


provided for shall be held and the returns thereof made, and certified as herein- 
before provided, the Governor of the said Territory shall certify the result of said 
election, as certified as herein provided, to the President of the United State 

who thereupon shall immediately issue his proclamation announcing the result 





of said election so ascertained, and, upon the issuance of said proclamation by the 
President of the United States, the proposed State of Hawaii shall be deemed 
admitted by Congress into the Union by virtue of this Act, on an equal footing 
with the other States Until the said State is so admitted into the Union, the 
persons holding legislative, executive, and judicial offices in or under or by au- 
thority of the government of said Territory, and the Deleg 
shall continue to discharge the duties of their respective offices. Upom the 
issuance of said proclamation by the President of the United States and the 
admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union, the officers elected at said elec- 
tion, and qualified under the provisions of the constitution and laws of said State, 
shall proceed to exercise all the functions pertaining to their offices in or under 
or by authority of the government of said State, and officers not required to be 
elected at said initial election shall be selected or continued in office as provided 
by the constitution and laws of said State. The Governor and secretary of said 
State shall certify the election of the Senators and Representatives in the manner 
required by law, and the said Senators and Representatives shall be entitled to be 
admitted to seats in Congress and to all the rights and privileges of Senators and 
Representatives of other States in the Congress of the United States 

Sec. 6. The State of Hawaii upon its admission into the Union shall be entitled 
to two Representatives until the taking effect of the next reapportionment, and 
such Representatives shall be in addition to the membership of the House of 
Representatives as now prescribed by law: Provided, That such temporary in- 
crease in the membership of the House of Representatives shall not affect the 
basis of apportionment established by the Act of November 15, 1941 (55 Stat 
761; 2 U.S. C., see. 2a), for the Kighty-third Congress and each Congress there- 
after. 

Sec. 7. That the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated out of any money in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, for defraying the expenses of the elec- 
tions provided for in this Act and the expenses of the convention and for the 
payment of compensation to the delegates to said convention. The delegates 
shall receive for their services, in addition to mileage at the rate of 20 cents a mile 
each way, the sum of $1,000 each, payable in four equal installments on and after 
the first, twentieth, fortieth, and sixtieth days of the convention, excluding 








ate in Congress thereof, 
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Sundays and holidays. The disbursements of the money so appropriated shall be 
made by the Secretary of the Territory of Hawaii. The Territorial legislature is 
hereby authorized to appropriate such sum as it may deem advisable for the 
payment of additional compensation to said delegates and for defraying their 
expenses and for such other purposes as it may deem necessary 

Sec. 8. Effective upon the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union 

a) the United States District Court for the District of Hawaii established 
by and existing under title 28 of the United States Code shall thenceforth 
be a court of the United States with judicial power derived from article ITT, 
section 1, of the Constitution of the United States: Provided, however, That 
the terms of office of the district judges for the District of Hawaii then in 
office shall terminate upon the effective date of this section and the President, 
pursuant to sections 133 and 134 of title 28, United States Code, as amended 
by this Act, shall appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
two district judges for the said district who shall hold office during good 
behavior 

b) the last paragraph of section 133 of title 28, United States Code, is re- 
pealed; and 

c) subsection (a) of section 134 of title 28, United States Code, is amen- 
ded to read as follows: 

a) The district judges, except in Puerto Rico, shall hold office during good 
behavior Che district judge in Puerto Rico shall hold office for the term of eight 
years, and until his successor is appointed and qualified 

Sec. 9. Effective upon the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union 

the second paragraph of section 451 of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out the words “including the district courts of the United 

States for the districts of Hawaii and Puerto Rico,’’ and inserting in lieu 

thereof the words “including the United States District Court for the District 

of Puerto Rico,” 

Sec. 10. Effective upon the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union 

a) the last paragraph of section 501 of title 28, United States Code, is 
re pealed; 

b) the first sentence of subsection (a) of section 504 of title 28, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out at the end thereof the words “ 
in the district of Hawaii, where the term shall be six yvears”’ 

(c) the first sentence of subsection (c) of section 541 of title 28, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out at the end thereof the words “‘, except 
in the district of Hawaii where the term shall be six vears’’; and 

d) subsection (d) of section 541 of title 28 United States Code is repealed 
EC. 11. No action, case, proceeding, or matter pending in any court of the 
Territory of Hawaii, or in the United States District Court for the District of 
Hawaii shall abate by reason of the admission of said State into the Union, but 
the same shall be transferred to and proceeded with in such appropriate State 
courts as shall be established under the constitution to be thus formed, or shall 
continue in the United States Distriet Court for the District of Hawaii, as the 


eXce pt 


— 


nature of the case may require And no indietment, action or proceedings shall 
abate by reason of any change in the courts, but shall be proceeded with in the 
State or United States courts according to the laws thereof, respectively. And 


the appropriate State courts shall be the successors of the courts of the Territory 
as to all cases arising within the limits embraced within the jurisdiction of such 
courts, respectively, with full power to proceed with the same, and award mesne 
or final process therein, and all the files, records, indictments, and proceedings 
relating to any such cases shall be transferred to such appropriate State courts 
and the same shall be proceeded with therein in due course of law. 

All civil causes of action and all criminal offenses which shall have arisen or 
been committed prior to the admission of said State, but as to which no suit 
action, or prosecution shall be pending at the date of such admission, shall be 
subject to prosecution in the appropriate State courts or in the United States 
District Court for the District of Hawaii in like manner, to the same extent, and 
with like right of appellate review, as if said State had been created and said 
State courts had been established prior to the accrual of such causes of action or 
the commission of such offenses; and such of said criminal offenses as shall have 
been committed against the laws of the Territory shall be tried and punished by 
the appropriate courts of said State, and such as shall have been committed against 
the laws of the United States shall be tried and punished in the United States 
District Court for the District of Hawaii. 
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Sec. 12. Parties shall have the same rights of appeal from and appellate review 
of final decisions of the United States Distriet Court for the Distriet of Hawaii 
or the Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii in any case finally decided priot 
to admission of said State into the Union, whether or not an appeal therefrom 
shall have been perfected prior to such admission, and the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and the Supreme Court of the United States sha! 
have the same jurisdiction therein, as by law provided prior to admission of said 
State into the Union, and any mandate issued subsequent to the admission of 
said State shall be to the United States District Court for the District of Hawaii 
or a court of the State, as may be appropriate. Parties shall have the same rights 
of appeal from and appellate review of all judgments and decrees of the United 
States Distriet Court for the District of Hawaii and of the Supreme Court of the 
State of Hawaii as successor to the Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii 
in any case pending at the time of admission of said State into the Union, and 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and the Supreme Court 
of the United States shall have the same jurisdiction therein, as by law provided 
in any case arising subsequent to the admission of said State into the Union 

Sec. 13. Effective upon the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union 

a) title 28, United States Code, section 1252, is amended by striking out 
“Hawaii’’ from the clause relating to courts of record 

b) title 28, United States Code, section 12938, is amended by striking 
out the words ‘First and Ninth Circuits’? and by inserting in lieu thereof 
“First Circuit’, and by striking out the words “supreme courts of Puerto 
Rico and Hawaii, respectively’’ and inserting in lieu thereof “supreme court 
of Puerto Rico’ 

c) title 28, United States Code, section 1294, is amended by striking out 
paragraph (5) thereof and by renumbering paragraph (6) as paragraph (5 

d the first paragraph of section 373 of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out the words ‘‘United States District Courts for the 
districts of Hawaii or Puerto Rico,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
‘United States District Court for the District of Puerto Rico,’’; and by 
striking out the words ‘‘and any justice of the Supreme Court of the Territory 
of Hawaii’: Provided, That the amendments made by this subsection shall 
not affect the rights of any judge or justice who may have retired before the 
effective date of this subsection: And provided further, That service as a 
judge of the District Court for the Territory of Hawaii or as a judge of the 
United States District Court for the District of Hawaii or as a justice of the 
Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii or as a judge of the circuit courts 
of the Territory of Hawaii shall be included in computing under section 371, 
372, or 373 of title 28, United States Code, the aggregate years of judicial 
service of any person who is in commission as a district Judge for the District 
of Hawaii on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(e) section 92 of the Act of April 30, 1900 (ch. 339, 31 Stat. 159), as 
amended, and the Act of May 29, 1928 (ch. 904, 45 Stat. 997), are repealed ; 

(f) section 86 of the Act approved April 30, 1900 (ch. 339, 31 Stat. 158 
as amended, is repealed; 

(g) section 3771 of title 18, United States Code, as heretofore amended, is 
further amended by striking out from the first paragraph of such section the 
words “Supreme Courts of Hawaii and Puerto Rico” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘Supreme Court of Puerto Rico’’; and 

(h) section 3772 of title 18, United States Code, as heretofore amended, 
is further amended by striking out from the first paragraph of such section 
the words ‘‘Supreme Courts of Hawaii and Puerto Rico”’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘Supre me Court of Puerto Rico” 

Sec. 14. All Territorial laws in force in the Territory of Hawaii at the time of 
its admission into the Union shall continue in force in the State of Hawaii, except 
as modified or changed by this Act or by the constitution of the State, and shall 
be subject to repeal or amendment by the Legislature of the State of Hawaii, 
except as hereinbefore provided with respect to the Hawaiian Homes Commission 
Act, 1920, as amended; and the laws of the United States shall have the same force 
and effect within the said State as elsewhere within the United States. 

Sec. 15. Notwithstanding the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union, 
the United States shall continue to have sole and exclusive jurisdiction over the 
area which may then or thereafter be included in Hawaii National Park, saving, 
however, to the State of Hawaii the same rights as are reserved to the Territory of 
Hawaii by section 1 of the Act of April 19, 1930 (46 Stat. 227), and saving, further, 
to persons then or thereafter residing within such area the right to vote at all 
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Senator CORDON This meeting has been called especially Lo heat 
Mr. C. Nils Tavares, counsel of the Hawaiian Statehood Commission, 
and a former attorney general of the Territory of Hawan. The Ha- 
Walian Statehood Commission was created and is supported by the 
popularly elected Territorial Legislature of Hawaii. Thus, Mr 
Tavares is here in an official capacity and speaks for the Territory. 

We also have with us the Honorable Joseph R. Farrington, Delegate 
to Congress from Hawaii, who was reelected for the sixth time to that 
office last November. 

Mr. Tavares will address himself to proposed amendments to S. 49. 
These amendments have been worked out in conference with the 
administration and were written into their present form by the 
House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, which has recently held 
hearings on this subject 

[It should be pointed out in this record that the House committee 
conducted hearings on the bill introduced by Delegate Farrington, 
appropriately numbered H. R. 49, and then the subcommittee chair- 
man, Mr. Saylor of Pennsylvania, took H. R. 49 and the committee 
amendments and introduced what is known as a clean bill, H. R. ood os 
Yesterday the House Rules Committee granted a 4-hour rule by which 
H. R. 3575 will be considered by the House on Monday, March 9, 
The bill will be voted on in the House on Tuesday next. 

Before Mr. Tavares takes the stand, I would like to add one brief 


word by way of historical background. As I am certain the committee 
and everyone present knows, Hawaii, like Texas, was a free and 
independent republic before she voluntarily became a part of the 
United States in 1898 as an incorporated Territory. By ‘“‘incorpora- 


tion” is meant that the Constitution of the United States applies to 
Hawaii. This is not the case with the unincorporated Territories, 
such as Guam or the Virgin Islands, or with Puerto Rico, which now 
has the new status of associated Commonwealth —I may say by virtue 
of legislation passed at the last session of Congress and, I believe, 
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cosponsored by the present chairman of the Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee. Is that not correct? 

The CHAtRMAN. Yes 

Senator Corpon. From the very beginning, Hawan has been 
endeavoring to obtain statehood, and 10 full-scale hearings and 
Investigations have been undertakén by Congress on the matter. | 
direct at this time that a summary of these 10 hearings and investiga 
tions as carried in the House committee report on H. R. 3575 (H 
Rept. 109) be made a part of this record, and incorporate by reference 


the previous hearmes and reports Of course, this does not mean 
that the latter material will be reprinted; 1t does mean that the com- 
mittee and Congress can consider this full record as being before 1 


olhic tally for its guidance and us\ 

The material referred to by Senator Cordon appears IM the appen- 
dix 

Senator Corvon. | would like rst to eall the Honorable Joseph 
R. Farrington, Delegate from Hawaii, for a statement with respect 
to the subject matter \hi Karrineton 


STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE JOSEPH R. FARRINGTON, 
DELEGATE FROM THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII 


Mir. Farrincron. Mr. Chairman, the facts and the arguments 
bearing on the question ol statehood for Hawaii have been so fully 
developed in past hearings that I believe it is entirely unnecessary 
for Ine to devote nn time to them tol the present | believe that 
the purpose of this hearmg is primarily to hear the testimony of 
Mr. Tavares, of the Hawatian Statehood Commission, who will 
present certain amendments Lo the senate bill These amend- 
ments have already been incorporated in the House bill and are 
in the measure that will be under consideration in the House on 
Monday Thev have the support of not only the Department 
of the Interior, as I understand it, but of the Territory of Hawaii 
as well. 

I think I need add nothing further than to say that I trust the 
committee will be willing to incorporate in the hearings the material 
relating to the past investigations which appears in appendix VI 
of the report of the House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
which was printed only yesterday. That involves what you re- 
quested originally and runs from pages 51 to 73 

Senator Corpon. That material is bemg incorporated in the 
record, it being the material to which the chairman called attention 
as a summarization of prior investigations and hearings. 

Mr. Farrineron. That is right. It is supplementary material 
pertinent to the changes which have taken place since the last hearing. 

Senator Corpon. It is so ordered 

The CuarrMan. Delegate Farrington, is H. R. 3575 substantially 
the same as S. 49, with the exception of the correcting amendments 
that were adopted over there? 

Mr. Farrinaron. Yes. There is a very considerable number of 
perfecting amendments. There are several changes in the legislation 
that should be pointed out to the members of this committee. 

The House bill provides that the constitution be subject to approval 
by the President rather than by the Congress of the United States, 
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for the reason that the constitution has been before Congress for a 


period of more than 2 vears. The House bill also provides that the 
election of State officials shall take place at the time of the regular 
election of 1954. That is in accordance with the recommendation of 


the President. The House bill incorporates the amendment incorpo- 
rated in the Senate bill which continues jurisdiction of shipping 
between the islands and the Pacific coast under the Maritime Com- 
mission. The House bill also incorporates an amendment which is 
shown in the bill reported by the committee, relating to jurisdiction 
over the defense installations in the islands. 1 will not undertake to 
vo into the details of the latter amendment, as Mr. Tavares is in 
position to do that 

The other amendments are perfecting amendments that bring the 
legislation up to date. 

Senator Corpon. Thank vou very much, Mr. Farrington 

The Chair will state at this time that if and when any bill is reported 
by this committee, it is directed that, as an appendix to that report 
rule XXIX of the Senate Rules will be followed in that the report will 
show wherein any bill reported differs, in this instance, from the bill 
S. 49 as introduced. There will be no reason, as the Chair sees it, for 
any comparison between this bill and any other law now in existence, 
as the bill itself is a complete change of the organic law of the Territory. 
We are substituting, if we pass the bill, statehood for territorial status 

There will also be printed for the benefit of the Senate a comparison 
between any bill that may be reported from this committee and the 
bill, H. R. 3575, as it has been reported to the House, or if by that 
time the House has acted, then as it may differ from the act passed 
by the House. In that way I think any differences in the several 
approaches will be perfectly clear to anyone making even a casual 
examination of the record. 

At this time we will hear from Mr. Tavares. 


STATEMENTS OF C. NILS TAVARES, FORMER ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, AND COUNSEL TO HAWAIIAN STATE- 
HOOD COMMISSION; AND HERBERT J. SLAUGHTER, ASSISTANT 
SOLICITOR AND CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE DIVISION, DEPART- 
MENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Mr. Tavares. Mr. Chairman, the counsel for the Department of 
the Interior and I are in practically identical agreement with each 
other on the amendments needed to S. 49, which we feel should be 
made to S. 49 to conform to the conclusions which were reached in 
connection with the hearing before the House, which we _ believe 
are sound with very slight changes which I would like the privilege of 
having discussed jointly between Mr. Slaughter and me as we go along, 
as we find a point of difference. We will probably concede as we go 
along, and when we get through we will probably be in complete 
agreement. 

Senator Corpon. Mr. Slaughter is an assistant solicitor from the 
Department of the Interior. 

Mr. Tavares. And the expert for the Department on land laws 
especially. 

Senstor Corvon. We will be glad to hear from either of you, but 
we do not want to hear from both of you at once. 
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Mr. Tavares. The first amendment proposed is on page 1, line 6: 
strike out the word ‘aforesaid’? and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“State of Hawaii.”’ 

Senator Corpon. That is a perfectly clear and proper amendment 

Mr. Tavares. On pages 2 and 3, starting at line 15 on page 2 and 
ending at line 2 on page 3, strike out the sentence beginning with the 
words “In order that the constitutional convention” and ending with 
the word “proclamation.’’ The purpose of this is to eliminate a 
provision which originally contemplated that if the Congress in the 
statehood bill itself passed amendments which absolutely necessitated 
a reconvening of the constitutional convention, it would be called 
We believe and hope that the Congress will not find it necessary to put 
any such thing in the present bill, so that part can go out. «Later on 
there will be a provision that if the President disapproves, then the 
constitutional convention can be called again to consider the objections 
which the President may raise In case he finds the constitution does 
not conform to the standards laid down by Congress in this bill. 

Senator Corpon. Mr. Tavares, should this committee take the view 
that the constitution should be approved by the Congress rather than 
by the President, I take it that the sentence in question should remain 
in the bill. 

Mr. Tavares. Possibly. It might require a slight revamping of 
the whole section. I do not know whether it would exactly fit, but 
something like that should probably be retained then. 

Senator Corpon. | think probably everybody understands the 
purpose of the amendment 

Mr. Tavares. We are not presuming to tell the Senate what they 
are going to do. We are merely saying that if the Senate agrees with 
the House as to the President’s being the one to make the final ap- 
proval, then this amendment should be made 

Senator Corpon. All right. 

Mr. Tavares. The next amendment, No. 3, is on page 4, line 21; 
strike out the wom “original.” 

Senator Lone. Might I ask the witness one question before he gets 
into that point? In the biil there is a provision on page 3: 

Second. That provisions shall be made for the establishment and maintenance 
of a system of public schools which shall be open to all children of said State and 
free from sectarian control 
I presume that you do have a system of public schools, have you not? 

Mr. Tavares. That is correct, sir, and this is put in only because 
it is the pattern of all enabling acts. We have had that for over 100 
years in Hawaii. 

Senator Lona. I am curious to know if other States were brought 
in under such enabling acts. The point I have in mind is not that | 
do not think public education is a good thing, but I do not see why the 
Federal Government should have any more control over the new 
States that come in and over their system of public education than it 
has over the original States 

Senator Corpon. What do vou say to that, Mr. Slaughter? 

Mr. SuauGcutrer. That is a provision that has been included in 
most enabling acts for the admission of new States over the last 
century or so. Of course, it does not give the Federal Government 
any control whatsoever over the schools that the new State will 
establish. It merely savs that the State shall include in its constitu- 
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ion a provision Tol establishing and maimntamime a svstem ol public 
school wna Hawa has already meluded such a@ provision nm the 
tit t 


proposedaL Cot tl ION 


sé nlol Co! DON Thi provision IS NOt an MmNnOoVALLON in admission 


1"| C'HA WAN. | would like to sav her I do not know whether 


Senator Tot has be to Hawaii or not, but their publie-school 
mis one oO th ay he country 
Mr. Tavares. Thank vo 
Senator LONG I sav that as a States richtes who likes to see the 
riot of a State pre rved When a new State comes in | do not 


feel that’ the Federal Government should have anv more sav ovet 
i@ liberties of the people of the new State than it has ovet the liber- 


ties of the people of one of the older States | would like to put 
t| on an equal footin 

The CuarrMan. | agree with Mr. Slaughter, and I do not think 
rives the Federal Government any control whatsoeve 

Senator Corpon. The Chair of course expresses agreement with 
the Senator from Louisiana, and that is whv he asked with respect 
to whethet that Was an Innovation 

Senator Lone. | would hke to know how many other enabling 
acts do have that provision { ndoubtedhy vou could supply that 
lol i 

Senator CORDON Furnish a list for the committee will you, pleas : 


\ir. SLAUGHT!I Very well 
\Ir. Slaughter subsequently furnished the following list 


f , Sta ar id tted to eo 7 s inder enablir acts w } 
i { ( I I i ) D i ed or 
I il 1 
] ( k { 
it 
it. ¢ Mo 
1) 
| HT 
| 
\ Stat y Id 
t S Stat s ‘ Id 
1 } k 2 } it prov t 
, ur 
" all ir 
‘ 1 ire t i 1 
Way t iu 
A 3 ne as New M 


Senator Lona. I would like to ask the same question with regard 


to pave 5, where this provision appears: 


It oceurs to me that might prevent a provision for homestead exemp- 


“1 } 


) being a part of the laws of that ate and, if that were the ease. 


LIO! 
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| would he Opposed Lo it Does such a pro. lon appear 1n Ihe 
enabling laws which brought most of the other Sta nto the Union? 
Mr. Suaveurer. It does so appear, Senator 
Senator Lone. I would like to know how many States have that | 


provision in their enabling acts 


\ ] ] r 
\ir SLAUGHTER I would be vind to turni ha st TO The COMMILLEE 
Senator Lone. Thank you, Mr. Chairman 
Mr. Slaughtet subsequently furnished the follo I 
he follown i’ State a \ re i 1 I Lt l It ) 1 ( 1 W 
( i] d oO I i il 
( Oo re 1 i I 
A 
| 
‘ \ 
n 
I 
d] \ r 


Senator Corpon. It appears in the act admitting the State of 
Oregon, and we have a homestead ex¢ mption statute 
Mr. TAVARES The fourth proposed amendment IS On page :. line 


25; insert after the word “impaired”? and before the comma, the 
words “by any such amendment” That is a pertecting amendment 


to make it clear that the impairment prohibited by the bill is an 
impairment by legislative act or constitutional amendment only, and 
not by the natural process of spending money in any loan fund, which 
naturally impairs it. 

The next amendment, No. 5, 18 on page ae line 6: strike out the 
word “original’. I think the reason for that is obvious. We have 
a constitution now. At the time this form of the bill was first drawn 
up we had to get this constitution adopted However, in the con- 


80695 oo 
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stitution we have not tried to amend specifically the Hawatian Homes 
Commission Act, and there is no reason to say ‘‘the original constitu 
tion’. Any amendment made by the constitution is permissible, if 
it does not impair the Hawaiian Homes Commission setup. 

May I say that I am following two lists of amendments, the Interior 
Department’s and mine, and when I find a divergence I will eall it to 
the committee’s attention 

Senator Lone. Could IT ask what is the purpose of that section 
which relates to the benefits under the Hawatian Homes Commission 
Act? 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir. Away back in 1921 the Congress passed 
a law designed to try to rehabilitate the pure Hawatans or the 
Hawaiians of halfblood or more who were at that time and have 


since been at the lowest scale of the ladder economically. They were 
an open-handed people and could not compete economically as well 
as the other groups that were there. The purpose of this was to 


provide a special homesteading type of law which would lease to these 
people at a dollar a year, so they could never sell them without the 
consent of the Commission, lands which they could use to rehabilitate 
themselves financially. This law has been in effect ever since and 
has been financed out of Territorial funds from time to time. Each 
time the Territorial legislature has come back and asked for addi 
tional amendments to strengthen or improve the act 

This is a guaranty to the people who were given those benefits by 
the act of Congress that the State of Hawaii will not try to take if 
away from them the moment they are free and clear. There will be 
a compact between the United States and the State ol Hawaii that as 
to certain basic features of the Hawaiian Homes Commission home 
steading setup, the State will not try to destroy them or impair them 
Otherwise, the State will be free to make amendments which will be 
not in derogation of the general scheme of the act. If Congress eve1 
gets to the point where Congress feels that unnecessary, Congress 
can then release the State later on and let it do as it pleases. How 
ever, I do not believe that Congress will want to do that for some 
time, nor do the Hawaiians themselves want it. They would rathe1 
see it this way. 

Senator Corpon. May I inquire as to whether the beneficiaries 
under the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act are limited to the native 
Hawaiians of half or greater blood? 

Mr. Tavares. That is correct, sir, except that if a half-Hawaiian 
has children and he dies and the children are less than half-Hawaiian, 
they can inherit from him. 

Senator Corpon. When the time comes in Hawati, if it comes, that 
there remain no more pureblood Hawaiians or Hawaiians of half or 
greater percentage of Hawaiian blood or the children of the latter, 
the beneficiaries under the act will cease and the reason for the act will 
cease 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, and I personally believe, speaking now for my- 
self personally, that the solution then will be to give to the Hawaiians 
then holding the land fee simple title and from then on say, ‘‘You take 
care of yourselves from now on.’”’ That can be done with the consent 
of Congress. Iam speaking, however, only for myself as an individual 

Senator Corpon. I just wanted to develop the fact that in the ordi 
nary course of life in the islands, if it follows the pattern that it has up 
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to this time, the need for this special type of legislation will auto 
matically expire 

Mr. Tavares. I am certain of that, su. It is a matter of time, in 
my opinion, that the lands will be so well diffused and the need will be 
so well taken care of that, within the limits of the land available, ther 
will be a solution at that time, sometime in the future, which Congress 
itself and the people of Hawaii will agree calls for a change. Until 
that time comes, the Hawaiian people would like this to stay as it Is 
in the proposed bill with these amendments, which are simply perfect- 
ing amendments. 

Senator Corpon. The chair suggests that this particular approach 
to the matter of a qualified wardship in favor of the earliest natives of 
that area is a far more logical one than the United States has ever 
been able to work out for its original inhabitants, the Indians. 

The Cuarrman. I would like to add that in my recent visit to 
Hawaii last November and December, 1 met many people of half 
Hawaiian blood or more who are looking forward to the time when the, 


ean build a home on a traet of this land I think that desire 


riyit 


IS q 
veneral. 

Mr. Farrincron. Yes 

Senator Corpdon. Please proceed 

Mr. Tavares. The next amendment, No. 6, on page 5, lines 9 
through 11, strike out the words ‘‘Hawaiian home lands shall be 
available to said State for use in accordance with the terms” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘the ‘available lands,’ as defined by 
said Act, shall be used only in carrving out the provisions . The 
purpose of this amendment is a perfecting one to conform to the 
technical language used in the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act 

Senator Lone. Is there any reason that Congress should insist 
that this act would remain in effect over a long period of time? | 
take it that Congress passed this act and that it is verv much to the 
benefit of the native Hawaiians 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Lone. But would there be any objection to our providing 
for example, that no change of this act could be made for a period, 
let us say, of 10 vears or some limited period of time, after which there 
would be no limitation on the right of the people of Hawaii to treat 
that as State property? 

Mr. aN ARES. There nre two possible objec tions to that from the 
Hawaiian standpoint. Kirst, we would have to amend our constitu 
tion, which conforms now closely to these provisions, I think. 
Secondly, I believe a large segment of the people of Hawai would 
still be mistrustful that we were trvine to get rid of the Hawaiian 
Homes Commission as soon as possible. We feel that leaving it to 
Congress indefinitely in the future to release, if it ever sees fit to 
release, the State from this compact will make the people feel a litth 
safer at the present time. 


The next amendment, No. 7, on page 5, line 25; insert after the 
word “retain”? a comma, followed by the words “except as herein 
provided: (1).”’ The purpose of this is to provide for an addition 
to be made later on as an additional item, (2 

Going now to the next amendment, which is to be coordinated 


and 3. chan 


with the one I have just mentioned, on page 6, lines 2 


the comma to a semicolon followine the word ‘thereof’? im line 
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strike out the words ‘‘except as herein provided,” and insert in lieu 
thereol thre following 


1 (2) all 1 ands and other publ property which are in tl control of the 
( ria i | i Lo Hawa i (rear \ i ! l dia LV 
1d Sta of Hawa tot ly ire he poss mn 
i i i ry {\ pul of wat r, 
i rp I i arital | wid educa- 
( i a l va al indir Ss, 
I build and other public purpose 
This is a perfecting amendment Both the context of the bill 
nd previous statehood bills, as well as testimony of the Interior 
Dep: rtment and Territorial officials, indicate that the eeneral intent 


these bills has been to give to the Territory not only lands to 
. the Territory has technieal leeal tit ; 
Hxec tive order of thre President and sO forth bit al oO lands which 


re in their possession and use and which are actually being used for 


convevance to it by 


these public purposes. It appears, after a recent study by Territorial 
officia that in a number of instances—for instance, when we were 
tras lite ning’ out a road through ) iblic lands we did not bothe to 
et a proclamat mn specifically settin aside all the little portions 
that we took for the new road So, this amendment would make tt 
ertain that even though we did not have a part lar proclamation 
ointinge out the metes and bounds of that partie lar thing we took 


over, ib it was inact ink ise we WO itd et title tot 


Senator Corpon. Are you quite ire that this amendment on 
page 6 is clear with respect to its application only to lands title to 
I I) publi 
Mer. Tay ES Chat is correct 
Senator CORDON I do not read it ther ‘ond (2) all the lands and 
other public property which are in the control of the Territory of 


Hawail pursuant to the Hawaiian Organic Act” are in the control of 


the Territory The balance of the amendment 1s littke more than 
clarify. defining what is meant with respect to control for all these 
purposes Is not that control of land already in the » blic? 

Mii TAVARI Let me explain senator The land = situation 
n Hawai is unique In the first place, Hawati as a republic owned 
those lands before it came into the United States ln the joint 

ition of cession by which the islands were take ver by the 

{ nited Sti Les there Was a Provision tit thre lands ta novel by the 
| nited States, thre public domain, should he forever held for the 
ene OL the people ol thre Territor, ol Hawan W have aly avs 
pret ad t} t as | 37, 1 ken on ly thre | nil cl States for the 

ople of the Territory rather tha as is ordinarily done, for the people 


ot the entire [ nited States, with this ¢ ception Whade Vel lands were 
tal en by Kexe itive orade rs and Sel aside specifically ior the use ot the 
United States would remain in the United States, subject to any 


limitations that have been put on pursuant to law or by law 


That being the case, with that history in mind, we think this is 
reasonably clear, lands in the control of the Territory pursuant to the 
Hawaiian Organic Act 

Senator ¢ "ORDON Lands? Is it public lands and il so, where does 
the title rest? 

Mr. Tavares. The title to public lands rests generally in the 
United States, but under the Hawaiian Organic Act, because of the 
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fact that the lands were held for our benefit, the Territorial officials 
have always had the right and the power to administer those lands 


and to dispose of them. So, the Interior Department itself has never 
had the job of disposing of those lands, as it has done in the case of 
other lands 

Senator Corpon. | am not interested in who is administering then 
I am interested in where the legal title rests. I have the thought in 
mind that there should be a clearer definition of what lands ar 
referred to If vou refer in this proposed amendment on page 6 to 
lands of the United States, could we not say “lands of the United 
States?’ Could we not identify the lands? 

Mr. Suavcurer. Mav Ladd a word at this point? 

Senator Corpon. Please, Mr. Slauchter 

Mr. Suaveutrer. We in the Interior Department have studied thi 
same problem, and we agree with the objective of the Hawaiian 
people 

Senator CORDON l am clad to KnOoW vou agree Now. | want to 
know why vou agree 

Mr. Suavucurer. We would do it in a slightly different way, which 
L think perhaps would meet vour objec tion We feel that the amend- 
ment is put into this bill at the wrong place, because it is put in see- 
tion 3 (a), which deals with lands to which the State of* Hawau or 
its political subdivisions now have title, whereas we think it really 
should be in 3 (b ‘ beginning’ at line 16 on page 0 which deals with the 
public lands and other public property in Hawaii title to which is in 
the United States, and provides for the d Sposition of that property 
We would Sugeest that an amendment to the same general effect as 
the one which has been proposed, be put in section 5 by 

Senator Corpon. I will hear vou on that, Mr. Tavares. 

Mr. Tavares. Provided that were made clear, we would have no 
objection to such an amendment 

Senator Corpon. Would vou, then, for the benefit of this commit- 
tee collaborate with Mr. Slaughter and make a suggestion to us with 
respect to that? 

Mr. TAaAvaAREs. Yes, we will be clad to work it out 

Senator Corpon. Thank vou. 


Mr. Tavares. The next amendment is on page 8 


Mr. SuauGcutTer. I have a very shight one on page 60 line 18. The 
word “hereafter”? probably should be “hereinafter.””. That appears 


to be a clerical error. 

Mr. Tavares. We have no objection to that 

Senator KucHE! You suggest that those two words are not synony 
mous? 

Mr. Suaveutrer. No. ‘Hereafter’ refers to whatever is done in 
the future, whereas ‘‘hereinafter”’ refers to something that is done in 
this bill. 

Senator Corpon. I am afraid | will have to go with you in that ex- 
planation, Mr. Slaughter 

Mr. TAN ARES The next is on page 7 line 24? Is that Mr Slaugh- 
ter’s proposed amendment? 

Mr. Sraventrer. That is the place where | would suggest putting 
in the substitute. 

Senator CORDON. Where would you sug@est that it vo on pa r¢ at 
I understand there will have to be a little change in the language . but 
I would like to have it so I ean study it 
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Mr. SuauGuTrer. Would vou like me to read what we have so far 
worked out on that? 

Senator Corpon. Let it go in the reeord 

Mr. StavuGHTER. On page 7, line 24, after the comma following the 
word ‘‘further’’ insert the following: 


that as to an\ lands or other property not so set aside that nmediatels 

rior to the adn on of the State of Hawaii into the Unior n the control of the 

ritory of Hawaii pursuant to the Hawaiian Organic Act, as amended, and is at 

the actual possession and use of said Territory or a political subdivi 

hereof for the purposes of water, sewer, electric, and other publie works, 

i aritable, scientific, and educational institutions, cemeteries, hospitals 

ar} ghwayvs, Wharves, landings, harbor improvements, public buildings, and 

rpub purposes, the State of Hawaii or, subject to the constitution and laws 

i Stat political ihdivision, as the case mav be shall be and become 
with absolute title thereto: And provided furthe 


That ends the proposed amendment. 

Mr. Tavares. Mr. Chairman, that sounds all right, but Lam about 
to go back to Hawati and I should like the priv ilege to have the local 
attorney general's office approve this. We will wire or inform the 
Delegate in Congress from Hawaii, and he will inform the committee 
that it is acceptable or that it is acceptable with such changes as we 
may agree upon with the Interior Department. 

Senator Corpon. That is entirely satisfactory. By that means we 
will have your views, and we now have the suggested language in the 
record and the point suggested for its insertion in the bill. 

Mr. Tavares. I believe the Interior Department has one other 
amendment. 

Mr. Sunaucuter. We have two other amendments at this point, I 
think. On page 8, line 2, strike out the words ‘their previous status 
lands’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “its previous status public 
property 

Mr. Tavares. Mr. Chairman, may I say tentatively that I think 
that is a perfectly good amendment, but may I also reserve the 
privilege of rechecking it? 

Senator Corpon. Certainly. 

Mr. Staveutrer. The reason for this amendment is simply that 
this refers to section 91 of the Hawaiian Organic Act and that section 
of the act talks about public property rather than about land. 

Senator Corpon. All right, you check it, Mr. Tavares, and advise 
us as to the views of the Territory. 

Mr. Tavares. On page 8, line 5, the Interior Department counsel 
has a suggested amendment. 

Mr. SuaucutTer. Let me explain this point. Section 3 (b) of the 
bill, which ends at that point, provides for the disposition of title to 
all the public lands and other public property in Hawaii title to which 
is in the United States. Various dispositions were made of those 
lands. They were prepared on the assumption that this dealt with 
what we call in the United States the public domain, but recently the 
counsel for the Navy Department pointed out to us that the language 
was so broad that perhaps it could be construed as dealing with ac- 
quired lands, that is, lands that the United States had purchased or 
acquired by condemnation. Obviously, it was not intended to deal 
with that,situation. So, in order to clarify the point, we would sug- 





STATEHOOD FOR HAWAII 19 


insert the following: 


gest an amendment as follows: On page 8, line 5, after the period 


As used in this subsection, the term “public lands and other publie property” 
means, and is limited to, the lands and other properties that were ceded to the 
United States by the Republic of Hawaii under the joint resolution of annexation 
approved July 7, 1898 (30 Stat. 750), or that have been acquired in exchange for 
lands or other properties sO ceded 
That thus restricts the scope of the section to ceded lands 

Mr. Tavares. Mr. Chairman, I believe that was the intent of the 
bill anyway, and tentatively | would like to approve that, subject to 
check by the Honolulu office 

Senator Corpon. You let us know whether there is objection and, 
if so, what it is 

The CHarrMan. May I ask Mr. Slaughter if this is the last amend- 
ment agreed to over on the House side, where the Defense Depart- 
ment 

Mr. Sunaucutrer. No; that deals with the subject of exclusive juris- 
diction over military reservations 

Mr. Tavares. However, may I explain, Senator, that coupled with 
the exclusive jurisdiction amendment was a suggestion which Mr. 
Slaughter says will be taken care of by this amendment, which at the 
time we did not go into at all due to the haste in which that amendment 
was put through. It was considered a minor amendment. That was 
the intent, and we will try to agree as soon as possible with Mr. 
Slaughter on either this language or any other language that we can 
both agree on, and I am sure we can. 

The next amendment, on page 8, line 6; strike out the word “the” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “its”. That is a perfecting amend- 
ment. It reads, ‘‘The State of Hawaii, upon the admission * * *” 
Strike out ‘the’ and insert ‘‘its’”’ so it will read: ‘The State of Hawaii, 
upon its admission lie 

Senator Corpon. On page 8, line 2, you would change “ their’ to 
“its”, and ‘“‘lands”’ to “public property”. 

Mr. Srauauter. Yes. 

Senator Corpvon. Then down in line 6 you change ‘the’ to “‘its’’. 

Senator Warkins. I take it you will have a committee print 
available. I have not attempted to write in these amendments 
because they are so long. 

Senator Corpon. I suggested at the opening that, as soon as we 
could get these perfecting amendments located, we would have a 
committee print made indicative of what is stricken and what is 
inserted. 

Senator Watkins. Is it the intention to hold a hearing tomorrow? 

Senator Corpon. I do not know. I had not thought we would 
need to. 

The CHatrRMAN. We hope to get through this evening. 

Mr. Tavares. On page 8, lines 9 to 12, strike out the words “ public 
lands, as that term is defined in section 73 (a) of the Hawaiian Organic 
Act (42 Stat. 116, 48 U. S. C., see. 663), within the boundaries of 
said State.’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


‘ 


> 


The lands that were ceded to the United States by the Republic of Hawaii or 
that have been acquired in exchange for lands so ceded, except (i) lands defined as 
“available lands’”’ in the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act, 1920, and (ii) lands 
remaining set aside for the use of the United States at the time of the admission of 
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ite and not thereafter restored to their previous status pursuant to section 
91 of the Hawaiian Organic Act, as amended (48 U.S. ¢ sec. 511 

This is a perfecting amendment designed to make it clear that land 
selections under the bill May be made from any ot the lands ceded by 
the Republic of Hawaii at the time of its annexation in 1898 or acquired 
in exchange therefor, except those that are designated as available 


lands in section 203 of the Hawatian Homes Commission Act, 1920, 
and those remaining reserved for the use of the United States at the 
time when the selection is made The cd finition of “public lands”’ in 
section 73 (a) of the Hawattan Organic Act as in the present bill 


appears to be inadequate to cover all ol these aspects 


By the way, this works in with the other amendment, I believe, that 
has just been suceested by \Ir Slaughter 

Mr. SuavuGurer. Yes 

Senator Corpon. Could the amendment suggested by Mr. Slaughter 
be substituted for this one? [ have not had a chance to study it, so J 
am not certain 

Mir. Suaucurer. I do not think it could quite be substituted, 
because the « xceptions in this one are necessary. The first part of 
the amendment that Mr. Tavares has just read is essentially the same 
formula that is used in the one that [ read, but they deal with a little 
different proposition 

Senator Corpon. With respect to this suggested amendment where 
you strike the word “public” in line 9 on page 8 and continue to strike 
down to the word “State” in line 12 and insert the language you read, 
my inquiry 1s with respect to the exception The substance of your 
amendment is that the State of Hawaii may have issued to it by the 
Secretary of the Interior patents for 180,000 acres of—and I quote 
from your amendment 


lands that were ceded to the United States by the Republic of Hawaii or that have 
been acquired in exchange for lands so ceded, except (i) lands defined as ‘“‘available 
lands” in the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act, 1920. 


mr ‘ ’ 
That is perfectly clear and I go on to quote 
he use of the United States at the time of 


admission of said State and not thereafter restored to their previous status 


and so forth. That exception would include all reservations that have 
been expressly made from the so-called public lands or lands title to 
which is in the Federal Government in the islands, where the order is 
still in effect at the time of admission. That is perfectly clear. My 
analysis is correct, is 1t not? 

Mr. SLAUGHTER. Yes, sir. 

Senator Corpon. What about any of such lands which were so set 
aside at the time of admission but which have been released from such 
reservation by the time the Secretary is prepared to give patents for 
180,000 acres? ‘They would be included within lands available tomake 
up that 1S0.000 acres? 

Mr. Suaucurer. That is right. That is the intention of the last 
part of item (1 
not thereafter restored to their previous status pursuant to section 91 of the 
Hawaiian Organic Act * * # 


Section 91 permits the President to restore reserved lands to the 


eneral public domain. This bill, in a provision beginning at the 
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bottom of page 7, says that that power of the President is to continue 
for the 5-year period following the admission of the State. So, during 
that period the President can return reserved lands to the public 
domain, whereupon, under the language vou have just read, they will 
be available for selection by the State of Hawaii under the 180,000 
acres grant. 

Senator Corpon. So, any lands in that original status or restored 
to that status are available to make up the 180,000 acres of land 
until that total amount has been conveyed. 

Mr. Suauaurer. That is correct. 

Mr. Tavares. That is correct. By the way, I might say that that 
means 186,000 acres out of approximately 500,000 acres, if I am not 
mistaken. 

Mr. Staveuter. | suspect that is correct. 

Mr. Tavares. Including everything that is not otherwise covered. 

Senator Warkins. Has anvone made a study or comparison of 
what has been granted other States when they came into the Union, 
in public lands? 

Senator Corpon. That varies so much, —— Watkins. The 
amount that has been set aside and conveyed to other States varies 
with the date of their admission into the Union ti | assume, with 
respect to conditions that existed at the time of admission. 

Senator Warkins. I notice a recent movement to give to the States 
more of the natural resources in the lands rather than to reserve them 
to the United States. Has any consideration been given to that 
movement? 

Senator Corpon. That is a question I cannot answer. 

Senator Warkins. In other words, should we be more generous? 

Mr. Tavares. If the chairman will permit, may I explain that 
before it came into the United States, the Republic of Hawaii owned 
all these lands, and they were ceded to the United States under a joint 
resolution and treaty ratified by the Senate and the Republic of 
Hawaii, which expressly stated that title to these lands should be 
taken by the United States, but they were to be held forever for the 
benefit of the people of the Hawaiian Islands. So, we feel that there 
has been a trust impressed on those lands from the very inception in 
favor of the people of Hawaii. 

Senator Warkrns. I cannot understand your generosity in allowing 
the United States to keep all but 180,000 of the 500,000. 

Mr. Tavares. We hope to argue with the Congress in the next 
5 years. 

Senator Watkins. Why not argue with them and get it while the 
going is good? 

Mr. Tavares. We felt that there was some person who might feel 
so strongly on this subject that this might cause a further holdup of 
the bill on its merits over this matter. We are quite willing to argue 
with Congress later, and we think Congress will never take these eer 
lands away from us under the circumstances. As I understand i 
through negotiations about two or three years ago between propone nts 
and opponents of various ideas on this land deal, plus the Interior 
Department’s views, this was the compromise worked out. That 
being the case, we are not trying to evade the compromise worked out 
at that time, and we would leave the question of the remaining lands 
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to be decided later by Congress. If Congress does not expressly re- 
serve them in the next 5 years, they will come to us then automatically. 

Senator Warkrins. In other words, the bill now provides that unless 
Congress does something affirmatively about this, you will get them 
anvwi ay. 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warkins. It is one of those sleepers. 

Mr. Tavares. That is correct. 

Senator Corpon. The Chair will state that he is one of those who 
favors turning the whole thing, lock, stock, and barrel, over to the 
States, and he still is, but he is willing to go along with the compromise 
how 

Senator Warkins. I do not know that I like that way of legislating, 
however, saying that something will happen if Congress does not take 
such a step. 

The CuHarrMan. You would agree with the statement the Chair 
made that you would like to give it to them outright now. I would, 
too 

Mr. Tavares. We will not refuse it, Senator, if it is given to us, 
I can assure you, 

Senator Warkins. I thought you were arguing against it. 

Senator Corpon. It has been a long time since I was over in the 
islands, but if I recall correctly, there is quite an area of land, the most 
important land on the main island of Oahu, along the ridge pole of 
those mountains which has a very definite relationship to the economy 
of the island because it is the rain belt. As I recall it, that is in a 
forest reserve. Is that correct? 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir. We have forest reserves which are abso- 
lutely essential to the life of those islands, their water reserves, irriga- 
tion projects, water for the cities, and so forth. We have almost 
a million acres now in forest reserves, and we do not have enough yet. 
Our recent legislature had to pass legislation providing for condemna- 
tion of additional lands for forest reserves to protect our water reserves 

Senator Warkins. Is the land reserved by the United States in 
forest reserves at the present time? 

Mr. Tavares. The lands being given to us include lands in forest 
reserves. Many of them are on mountain tops where they are good 
for nothing except forest reserves. Even the timber there is not good 
for cutting and logging. 

Senator Warktins. If this bill should pass, would the United States 
have national forests there? 

Mr. Tavares. They would have national parks, but the forest 
reserves would belong to the State. We have national parks in 
Hawaii which have been transferred absolutely by the Territory to 
the United States, and which will remain national parks. 

Senator Warkrins. Would you not be glad to get those back, too, 
with the provision that they will always be used as national parks? 
It is a long way from the mainland, and I was wondering if, when we 
bring you into the Union, it would not be a good idea to give to you 
as many of such functions as we can. 

Mr. Tavares. We do not believe that that would be feasible. At 
the present time the United States, through its Park Service, has made 
many improvements there, and it is working out very well, like any 
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other national park, like Yosemite and any other. We certainly are 
not asking to have that changed. 

Senator Watkins. In other words, it would be a burden on you if 
you had to take care of them. 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Tavares. It might be. I do not know. 

Senator Warkins. I am exploring the sitution. I have been over 
on Oahu and have noticed the national parks. It is a long way out 
there, and I do not believe that we — retain in the F ede ral Gov- 
ernment anything that can be done by the State. 

Mr. Tavares. May I ask the Delegate to comment on that? 

Mr. Farrinaron. It would be a great advantage to us to have the 
National Park Service maintain and develop and protect certain areas 
in the islands. They have the volcanic area on the island of Oahu and 
the crater of Haleakala on the island of Maui. The expenditure for 
personnel to operate the parks is very much to our advantage. We 
would like to continue that arrangement. 

Senator Warkins. I think I understand. 

The CHairMan. That is the same arrangement we have with the 
National Park Service here in the States, is it not? 

Senator Wa1kins. That is what I was thinking. Hawaii is quite a 
way out there, and if we could trim the Federal Government down a 
little and have the job done just as well by other people, we should see 
how they feel about it. 

Senator Corpon. What is the total acreage in the Territory of 
lands now substantially the same as what we term ‘public lands’”’ 
in the continental United States, which are unreserved or not set aside 
either as national parks or for other specific Federal purposes? What 
is the acreage? 

Mr. Tavares. May I give a reference here? In the statehood 
hearings before the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, United 
States Senate, Slst Congress, second session, on H. R. 49, S. 156, and 
S. 1782, which hearings were held on May 1 to 5, 1950, on page 461 
there is a table of the acreages of the various classes of land, which 
shows the following in acres: Federal agencies, 226,743, or 54 percent. 

Senator Corpon. Let us stop there for a moment. What Federal 
agencies? 

Mr. Tavares. That includes military reservations. 

Senator Corpon. Does it include national parks? 

Mr. SuAvuGHTER. Yes. 

Senator Corpon. Can you tell me how many acres are embraced 
within national parks? 

Mr. Stavuenrer. I think the national park runs in the neighborhood 
of 200,000 acres, Senator, but I could not be exact on that point. 

Senator Corpon. Then of the 226,743 acres, assuming the accuracy 
of your memory, substantially 200,000 are within national parks. 

Mr. SLauGuHTer. Yes, in one national park. 

Senator Corpon. I thought there were two national parks. 

Mr. StauGutTer. There is 1 national park, divided into 2 sections. 

Senator Corpon. All right, within a national park. 

Senator Warxkrns. Is that on Oahu? 

Mr. Staueuter. No; it is on Hawaii and Maui. 
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Senator Corpon. Then there is the classification, ‘Territorial 
Agencies for Public Purposes.” Do you have that? 

Mr. Tavares. Yes; and that totals 864,083 acres, including forest 
reserves, Which alone take in 677,452 acres. That plus the game 
reserves of 160,500 acres make up the bulk of the total I first gave 
you. 

Senator Corpon. Who administers those four classes of lands: 
forest reserves, game reserves, counties, and Territorial departments? 

Mr. Tavares. As to the forest and game reserves, the commissioner 
of public lands or our department of agriculture and forestry handles 
one or the other function. Then the counties, of course, handle their 
own, and the various Territorial departments, such as those that have 
buildings, and so forth, handle their own. 

Senator Corpon. Mr. Slaughter, does the Department of the Inte- 
rior administer any lands within the Hawaiian Islands other than the 
national park? 

Mr. Suaucurer. Generally speaking, I would say it administers 
none at all other than the national park, The reason for my excep- 
tion is that it may be we have a couple of acres for a fishery station 
here and there, or something like that. Substantially the national 
park is the only area we administer. 

Senator Corpon. It just seems to the chairman at the moment as 
though there is no reason for any reservation or any reserved right 
with respect to these lands. Perhaps it would help if we left the bill 
as if iS, but as far as the chairman is concerned, he would be perfectly 
willing to transfer as of the date of admission, title to all unreserved or 
unallocated lands in the islands, title to which is in the Federal 
Government. That was not done with respect to the States, but by 
the same token the States have never developed any administrative 
machinery for the public domain, even that which is wholly unre- 
served and unappropriated. In the case of the States there still 
remain in the laws, even though they are substantially imactive, 
provisions for acquisition by the public of title to portions of the publie 
domain. ‘There is no provision that I know of with respect to Hawai 
for transfer of title to individuals by anything analogous to our 
homestead law or our isolated tract law or anything of the sort, is 
there, Mr. Slaughter? 

Mr. Suauacutrer. Hawaii has certain homestead laws. However, 
they are in many respects different from those in the United States. 
For one thing, they provide in general for paying the value of the 
land rather than a free grant, as in the case of our homestead law. 
However, there are Hawaiian laws for transfer of title. 

Mr. Tavares. May I explain further in that respect, Mr. Chairman, 
that at the time we came into the United States we had a highly de- 
veloped system of homesteading laws, and they apparently were 
thought to be so well worked out that Congress adopted them by 
reference as acts of Congress, freezing them so that our legislature 
could not amend them, but allowing us to administer them under those 
frozen laws. ‘There were a few amendments to our organic act made 
bv Congress from time to time, and we have been permitted to con- 
tinue that system under those laws. 

Senator Warkins. I would like to know if it is going to cost the 
United States money to administer these lands out there. 
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Senator Corpon. That was the reason for my inquiry, Senator. 
The answer that Mr. Slaughter has given us is that, except perhaps for 
a few acres here and there used for some specific administrative pur- 
pose, the only lands that are administered by the Department of the 
Interior—which is of course the agency charged with such administra- 
tion—is the area of the national park. 

Senator Warkins. | thought that was about all they would have 
left if Congress did not act in 5 vears, so why have us send employees 
out there to take care of a national park? If we have only two of 
them, why could not the new State do the job? The De legate has 
pointed out the natter of roads and that sort of thing, but it seems to 
me it is going a long way out there to do this. 

Senator Corpon. Perhaps it might facilitate what we are doing if 
we used the bill that we have. I know that at the moment in certain 
quarters in the United States there is a great fear expressed that the 
new Administration is going to disrupt conservation and everything 
else on the whole of the public lands in the United States, and as long 
as that feeling seems to exist in some quarters, however groundless 
it may be, there is no use creating any suspicion where it is not 
necessary. 

Senator Warkins. The reason I took the position I did is that I 
remember it was said here that there was a kingdom or nation of 
Hawaii when it came in, which conveyed these lands and that they 
would be held in trust for the benefit of the people of Hawaii. It 
seems to me that this is the ap ces time to give it back to the, 
rather than at some future time, if it is a fact that the lands were to 
be held in trust for the people of ie all. 

Mr. Tavares. Except for one thing, Senator. In that provision 
about trust there was an exception, except such land as might be 
turned over to the United States by the President for purposes of the 
United States, and these national parks are among those which have 
been so turned over to the United States by the President for public 
purposes, namely, national park purposes. 

Senator Warkins. But as I understand it, you have 500,000 acres 
of land in all, and you are taking out 180,000 acres. That does not 
mean that the rest of it is in parks. Why should not that which is 
outside of the parks be turned over, if it was to be held in trust? 

Mr. Suaucurer. The way this bill is written now, Senator, at the 
end of 5 years those three-hundred-thousand-odd acres of land will 
automatically go to Hawaii unless the Congress does something 
about it. . 

Senator Corpon. Can the President within that period, under his 
right as it now exists, reserve for use of the United States any portion 
of the land and make that order effective even though the Congress 
should not act? 

Mr. Suaueuter. No. The bill is so drafted that the reservations 
are fixed as of the date of admission, subject to the one exception 
that the President can restore lands from Federal reservations to the 
public domain, 

Senator Corpon. Inasmuch as we have it clear before us and it is 
more or less a matter for determination by the committee, could we 
go forward with the amendments to be proposed? 

Senator Warkins. | raised the question only because usually it 
costs the United States more to operate such lands than it gets out 
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of the lands. I cannot see where we are going to get any great ad- 
vantage from holding them. . . 

Mir. SLAUGHTER. Senator, may | make the point that as far as the 
reneral public domain is concerned, not national parks or monuments, 
they are now administered by the Territory, not by the Federal 
Government, and under this 5-year clause they would continue to be 
administered by the Territory, not the Federal Government. 

Mr. Tavares. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Warkins. That is something I did not know. 

Senator Corpon. Go ahead. 

\[r. Tavares. The next amendment is on page 9, between lines 20 
and 21. This amendment was inserted in the House, designed to take 
up, as far as it could, the question of possible tidelands legislation. 
between lines 20 


It reads as follows Insert a new subsection. (f 
ind 21 on page 9, reading as follows: 


lt has been pointed out to me recently In conversations with people 
on the Senate side that this does not necessarily take care of all the 
possibilities that may come out in tidelands legislation and that it 
might be well to leave this out because it has not been in any other 
enabling act and it might not jibe eventually with the final tidelands 
legislation 

Senator Corpon | sugecest that if we were to leave it in and if the 
Hawaiian statehood bill were to pass prior to any submerged lands 
bill, it might do vou a very real disservice 

Mir. Tavares. We have no objection to eliminating it, if the 
report will state that no inference would be drawn against Hawaii 
by reason of this deletion. With that reservation in the report, 
we would have no objection to deleting it, and I think maybe the 
objection is well taken after I have thought it over a little more. 

Senator Warkins. Is this in the House bill? 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, it is. 

Senator Corpon. All right, the next one. 

Mr. Tavares. Commencing on page 10, line 11, and ending on 
page 13, line 14, strike out all of section 4 immediately following the 
figures ‘‘1949)’’, and insert in lieu thereof the following revised sec- 
tion 4. It isa rather long section. Shall I read it? 

Senator Corpon. That has to do with the constitution and its 
ratification? 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir. The purpose of this revision is to take 
cognizance of events which have transpired, including the holding of a 
constitutional convention, the election preceding that, and ratification 
of the election thereafter, and so forth. 

Senator Corpon. It is growing a bit late, and I doubt that this 
committee could give careful consideration to the language and its 
legal effect within the next hour or so, assuming that the committee 
felt that the ratification of the constitution should be a power vested 
in the President rather than in the Congress. So I suggest that at 
this time in the record there be printed the substitute for section 4, 
beginning in line 21 on page 9, and continuing through line 14 on 
page 13. The amendment that will be printed would be a substitute 
for that full section 4. 
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(The substitute for section 4 follows 


Sec 4. The joint resolution of the Territorial Legislature of Hawaii entitled 


‘Joint resolution providing for the submission to the p opie of the lerritor I 
Hawaii of the constitution framed by the convention h 1 pursuant to Aet 334 of 
the Session Laws of Hawaii 1949 and in the event of failure of ratifieatior 
framing and submission of a new constitution, and making appropriations ther 
for’, approved October 12, 1950 (Joint Resolution 1, Special Session Laws of 
Hawaii, 1950), which joint resolution provides for the submission to the people of 
the Territory of Hawaii, for ratification or rejection, of the proposed constitutior 


framed by the constitutional convention held pursuant to sections 2 and 3 of 
Act of the Territorial Legislature of Hawaii approved May 20, 1949 (Aet 334 


Session Laws of Hawaii, 1949), and of anv new constitution framed by such 





convention in consequence of a rejection of the proposed constitution by the 
people, is hereby ratified; and the election held on November 7, 1950, pursuant to 
section 1 of said joint resoluti ut which t le of Pert ! f 
Hawaii ratified the proposed constitution by a majority of the votes cast shall be 
and hereby Is, recognized as constituting due ratification of said constitution by 
he people of Hawaii 
\ certified copy of said cor 1L1O hall be 1 tted bv the Governor of tl 
Territory of Hawaii to the President of the United States. If the proposed ¢ 
i on is in conformit ith all the por . of tl} \ it shal 
he duty of the Preside ( or after June 5, and later tha July 4, 1954 ) 
ippre said cons itl 1 1 to certi icl ipprova Cove r of uid 
i¢ ory Cher 1p (;,overno yr atte J ) wd ( ( 
August 3, 1954 all issue his proclamati f f ) i ( ifter p 
ided. of off] for all elec ‘ flies Dp led for by tl co l ind law 
f said State, bu he officer » t elected { ( clude 
Senators and two Representative ( oT { 1 and unless « \ 
1 he e { it ) iws uid Sta iid Repres i SI 
all disappro ex iti ch disapp i ill 
I fl d 1) , | (y ) I rid Ter l ry I 
th propose Le tu ) ne Cy Ipo t I r¢ na 
1CT he co tut il co ) ( i i a date ) i 
1 day Lite e( ot of sue ificatio and l a vy const 
ion may be formed at i proce in hall b i in { ard t ) 
ik wn is if proposed co id b 1 people and 
as if the new constitution were bei g il] 1pm {1 for approval by [ 
President: Provided, That not more than one election shall be held under the 


authority of this paragraph. 


Mr. Tavares. May I be given the privilege of making one short 
plea in behalf of that form of the amendment? 

Senator Corpon. Indeed you may. 

Mr. Tavares. The constitution prepared by the people of Hawaii 
Is very conservative in form. It is truly a republican form of govern- 
ment in the sense of the founding Fathers when they said that 
Congress should guarantee to the people of each State a republican 
form of government. If you examine the Constitution you will find 
that in the Bill of Rights, where we spoke of inalienable rights, we 
said at the same time these rights cannot exist or continue to exist 
unless the people carry out their responsibilities. This is that kind 
of constitution which recognizes not just rights to be fed from the 
cradle to the grave, which we disposed of during the convention with 
short shrift, but which recognizes responsibilities which must go 
along with those rights. 

[ believe that constitution is as conservative a constitution as 
could be desired and that it truly conforms with the republican ideal. 

There is no initiative or referendum in the bill. We considered 
that was a departure from the republican form of government in that 
it tends to allow legislators to pass the buck back to the people. 
We discarded it. All the way through that constitution you will 








2S STATEHOOD FOR HAWAII 


find that kind of philosophy. We want to elect people, and while 
they are there we want them to govern and to be responsible, and 
not to pass the buck back to the people who do not have the time to 
vO Into those things. 

I urge you gentlemen, since this constitution has been in existence 
for 2 years, to leave to the President the matter of determining 
whether this constitution finally conforms to the standards, and very 
rigid standards, which Congress has very properly laid down in this 


bill In so doing this Congress will be following a precedent which, 
1 am informed, was followed in at least 11 out of the last 13 States 
Had we not vel drawh a constitution, | could see some reason for 


letting Congress take a final look at it, but it is there before you, 
‘ntlemen, and | hope you look at it and tentatively approve it as 
possibly complying with the law, but leave to the President the final 
uly to see whether it does in fact comply in every way with the 
andards which you gentlemen of the Congress will fix, and properly 


SO In sO doing you are hot deli eating LO the Pre sident wy undue 
discretion. You are simply saving to him, “Here is a standard, a foot 
rule See if this constitution meets our foot rule If it does, Mr 


President, then you approve tif - We believe in that sense there Is 


no unaue del aullion of power to the President 

Senator Corpon. Thank you very much, sir 

Senator Warkins. I take it for granted, if you did not provide for 
initiative and referendum, you did not provide for recall 

Mr. Tavares. No, sir: we did not. 

The next amendment is on page 13, line 15; continuing to page 14, 
line 11 Strike out that portion of section 5 from the beginning down 
to the word “legislature” on page 14, line 11, and insert in heu thereof 
a provision which I will ask leave to submit also to the reporter, which 
Mr. Slaughter and L have agreed on as being in good form, which 
would conform sect ion 5 to the principle of the President’s making the 
final approval, in case this committee approves that principle. 

Senator Corpon. All right, let the proposed amendment appear in 
the record at this time 

Senator Warkins. That ends on page 14, line 7% 

Mr. Suaveurer. This is a substitute for that portion of section 5 
which begins on page 13, line 15, and ends on page 14 at line 7. There 
is really no difference in the last 4 lines. We can end it at line 7 or 
at line 11. That is not material. 

Senator Corpon. Then it would end after the word “people” in 
line TT 

Mr. Tavares. The difference is that Mr. Slaughter’s amendment 
coes down as far as the words “election or’’ in line 7. 

Mr. Suavueurer. That is correct; ending with the word “or’’ in 
line a 

Mr. Tavares. The rest of it is unchanged in either my amend- 
ment or Mr. Slaughter’s, whichever way we leave it. We will agree 
on that, sir, and submit that to the reporter. 

Senator Corpon. Very well. 

The amendment referred to reads as follows: Strike out all of 
that portion of sec. 5 commencing with the words “Src. 5” on page 
13, line 15, and ending with the word ‘or’ on page 14, line 7, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ) 


» 
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Sec. 5. In case the President approves the constitution duly ratified by the 


people of said Territory, all as hereinbefore provided, a primary election shall 
be held on October 2, 1954, and a general election on November 2, 1954, and 
said primary and general election dates shall be duly named in the proclamation 
of the Governor of said Territory provided for in the preceding section. At 


such elections the officers required to be elected as provia 1 in section t, shall be 
chosen by the people 

Mr. Tavares. The next amendment strike out all of section 7, 
page 16, lines 4 to 22, inclusive. This section weuld appropriate 
$200,000 tor the reconvening of the convention The effect of strik- 
ine this out is that if there is a reconvening in case the President dis 


approves the constitution, under ou theory of these amendments the 
Territory would have to pay its own expenses We have paid them 


all up to now, gentlemen. We are quite willing to pay any future 
ones, 

Senator Corpon. Thank you. That is a refreshing position, in 
accordance with the traditions of Hawati 

Mr. Tavares. I might Say that actually a number of States have 
had such appropriations and have used them. We do not ask for 
them. 

On page 16. line 23. renumber section 8 as section 7 The purpose 
of that is clear. 

Senator Corpon. The same thing on page 17. 

Mr. Tavares. On page 17, line 21, renumber section 9 as seetion 8 

On page 18, line 5, renumber section 10 as section 9. 

On page 18, line 20, renumber section 11 as section 10. 

On page 19, line 25, strike out the semicolon following the word 
‘offense’ and insert a period, and the following sentence 
The admission of said State shall effect no change in the substantive or criminal 
law governing such causes of action and criminal offenses which shall have arisen 





or been committed; 


This is a perfecting amendment. It shows that as to causes of action 
accrued or criminal actions which have been incurred but not yet sued 
on when we become a State, if they are sued on afterward, the old 
law applies to them substantively. 

Senator Corpon. I wonder if that is the legal effect of it. 

Mr. Tavares. We think so. 

Senator Corpon. Your provision would say that the admission 
of the State shall effect no change in the substantive or criminal 
law governing such causes of action and governing criminal offenses 
which shall have arisen or been committed. 

Mr. Tavares. In the earlier provisions of that paragraph there 
is a prov ision that as to all such civil causes of action and crimiral 
offenses that have not yet been sued.on when we become a State 
they can be sued on in the proper State or Federal courts. When 
you go into a State or Federal court it is possible that there may 
be an alteration substantively of the rights accrued unless you leave 
the old substantive law to apply even though you go into a new 
forum. That was the purpose of this proposed amendment. 

Senator Corpon. We will check that. 

Mr. Tavares. The next amendment; page 20, line 7, renumber 
section 12 as section 11. 

The next amendment; on page 20, line 21, insert immediately 
preceding the word “Tudgments”’ the word ‘“orders,”’. There are 
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sometimes interlocutory appeals from orders, and that is the purpose 
of this. 

Senator Corpon. That is clear. 

Mr. Tavares. On page 21, line 6, renumber section 13 as section 
12; and in line 9 on the same page within the quotation “Hawait”’ 
insert a comma before “Hawaii.”’ We are deleting the comma along 
with section 1252 of the United States Code. 

Senator Corpon. The comma is within the quotation. 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir 

On page 21, line 19, strike out the words “paragraph 6) as para- 
graph (5) and insert in lieu thereof the words “paragraphs (6 
and (7) as paragraphs (5) and (6) respectively.”” The reason for 
that is that since this bill was drawn, I believe, Congress has added 
anew subparagraph to that section. 

Senator Warkins. What you are attempting to do here is to amend 
the United States Code 

Mr. Tavares. Mr. Slaughter and | have both checked it. We 
have deleted 1 subsection out of 3 now, and we have to renumber 
the other 2 
On page 23, line 9, renumber section 14 as section 13. 

On page 23, line 19, renumber section 15 as section 14, and insert 
thereafter a subsection number, ‘‘(a).”’ 

Then on page 24, between lines 12 and 13, insert a long subsection 
b) which is substantially the provision that the Department of 
Defense asked for, covering exclusive jurisdiction of the Congress, 
that Is, the power of Congress to exercise exclusive jurisdiction over 
military reservations, over lands reserved for military, naval, Coast 
(ruard, or Air Force purposes. 

| have prepared an amendment which Was a compromise agreed to 
by th Department of Defense and the Statehood Commission through 
me, and that was inserted in the House bill and is the only amendment 
made to H. R. 3575. The Department of the Interior, through their 
very able attorney, Mr. Slaughter, has looked that over and 1] 
believe has found a means of improving the language. We have no 
objection to such improvement, provided the same intent is main- 
tained. We have written a memo which we would like to submit for 
the record when this hearing is over, stating our understanding of 
what was intended by the amendment. As long as that understanding 
is worked out, we have no objection to any amendment along that 
line. I would like again to reserve the privilege of rechecking with 
the attorney general in Honolulu the language submitted by the 
Interior Department, and I think it will be approved. So, instead of 
the House amendment, I would be glad to go along with the Interior 
Department’s amendment, provided the Department of Defense also 
azrees, as I believe it will. 

Mr. SuavuGcurer. I would like to add the comment that we have 
been in touch with the Department of Defense and have sent them a 
copy of this provision, but we have not yet heard from them. 

Senator Corpon. Mr. French, on behalf of the committee, will you 
please write the Department of Defense and enclose a copy of the 
amendment as prepared by the Department of the Interior and request 
them to advise this committee in writing with respect to their views? 

Mr. Frencu. Very well. 
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Mr. Tavares. May I tell you gentlemen what the amendment 
does? This amendment says that Congress reserves the right of 
exclusive legislation over these military areas, but until Congress 
otherwise by special legislation provides, the Territorial laws will be 
allowed to operate for all purposes as they do now under our Territory. 
So, Congress can cut off our right to legislate, but until Congress 
does—and I do not think Congress ever will want to—the people in 
these areas will continue to vote, W ill continue to be citizens of Hawaii, 
will have civil and tort rights, contract rights, and others, determined 
by the laws of the State. 

Senator Watkins. What about criminal law? 

Mr. Tavares. Criminal law also. Our criminal laws will remain 
in effect. That is the purpose of Mr. Slaughter’s amendment. It 
makes that clearer than our amendment. 

The CHairnMAN. I am very much in favor of something like that. 
Otherwise, vou might have ultimately some Indian reservations out 
there 

Mr. Tavares. May we submit in this connection a memorandum 
stating what this amendment means? 

Senator Corpon. You are undertaking a considerable chore, and 
you are croing to have to catch a fast plane. 

Senator Warkins. I notice here under (1 


! t the State of Hawaii shall alwavs have the right t erve civil or erimi 
process thin the said tracts or parcels of land in suits or prosecutions for or 01 
iccount of rights aequired, obligations ineurred, or crimes committed wit! the 
said State but outside of the said tracts of land 


Mr. Tavares. May I explain? That is a right which we ask to be 
put in that Congress cannot take away by legislation. Even if Con- 
gress cuts off our rights by special legislation in the future, as far as 
service of process in those reservations is concerned, we would like 
to have that regardless of what Congress does. 

Senator Corpon. I think that is a bit debatable. What about in 
a national emergency? 

Mr. Tavares. In a national emergency, sir, the enactments of 
Congress are paramount under any conditions, reserved lands or no 
reserved lands. They have that absolute power. In a security matter, 
no State can interfere with Congress. 

Senator Corpon. | understand what the Government can do if it 
wants to declare the equivalent of martial law, but you had a rather 
distressing experience in Hawaii in World War II, and of course we 
do not want to duplicate that. I think perhaps whatever we get 
from the Department of Defense will cover it, and I am perfectly 
willing to wait until we hear from them. 

Mr. Tavares. I understand from Mr. Saylor, of the House sub- 
committee, that the Department of Defense stated it was agreeable 
to the amendment we had prepared, and therefore I think it would 
be agreeable to Mr. Slaughter’s amendment. 

(The amendment referred to, proposed by Mr. Slaughter, follows: 
On page 24. between lines 12 and id; insert a& new subsection, to be 
designated subsection (b), and to read as follows:) 


b) Notwithstanding the admission of the State of Hawaii into the Union, 
authority is reserved in the United States, subject to the proviso hereinafter set 
forth, for the exercise by the Congress of the United States of the power of exclusive 
legislation, as provided by article I, section 8, clause 17, of the Constitution of the 
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ted States, in all cases whatsoever over such tracts or parcels of land as 
immediately prior to the admission of said State, are owned by the United States 
and held for military, naval, Air Foree, or Coast Guard purposes, whether such 
lands were acquired by cession and transfer to the United States by the Republic 
of Hawaii and set aside by Act of Congress or by Executive order or proclamation 
of the President or the Governor of Hawaii for the use of the United States, or were 


a red by the United States by purchase, condemnation, donation, exchange, or 
otherwise: Provided, (i) That the State of Hawaii shall always have the right to 
serve civil or criminal process within the said tracts or parcels of land in suits or 
prosecutions for or on account of rights acquired, obligations incurred, or crimes 


committed within the said State but outside of the said tracts or parcels of land 





it the reserva 1 of authority in the United States for the exercise by the 
C\ re of tt United State f the power of exclusive legislation over the lands 
af iid shall not operate to prevent such lands from being a part of the State of 
Haw: or to prevent the said State from exercising over or upon such lands any 


jurisdiction whatsoever which it would have in the absence of such reservation of 
hich is consistent with the laws hereafter enacted by the Congress 
pursuant to such reservation of authority; and (iii) that such power of exclusive 
legislation shall vest and remain in the United States only so long as the particular 
tract or parcel of land involved is owned by the United States and used for military 
nava Air Foree, or Coast Guard purposes. 

Mr. Tavares. The next amendment is on page 24, line 13; renumber 
section 16 as section 15. 

n the same page, line 14, strike out the figures 252” and insert 
“951” to correct a typographical error in referrmg to the page number 
of the Statutes at Large. 

On page 25, line 4, renumber section 17 as section 16, 

On page 25, line 10, renumber section 18 as section 17. 

Senator Corpon. Does that complete it? 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir; that completes it. 

Mr. Staucutrer. We had two little ones. I think they can be 
included in our submission, because they are merely to put in commas 
at places where the printer missed the comma. 

Mr. Tavares. No objection 

Senator Corpon. We will be glad to have you indicate what 
punctuation you think is necessary, Mr. Slaughter. 

Mr. Tavares. Mr. Chairman, may [ submit that memorandum by 
air mail from Honolulu? (See telegram from Mr. Tavares at conclu- 
sion of hearing. 

Senator Corpon. Yes; and if there be any objection, I think per- 
haps you should contact us by telephone. 

Mr. Tavares. Yes, sir; we will. 

Senator Corpon. Otherwise, we can go forward with such action 
as the committee feels it can take and perhaps expedite the matter. 

Mr. Tavares. I believe it will be coming by air mail Monday or 
Tuesday from Honolulu. 

Senator Corpon. That will be soon enough. Thank you very 
much, sir 

If there is nothing more to come before the committee at this time, 
we stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon at 6:10 p. m. the hearing adjourned, subject to call of 
the chairman.) 
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(Telegram ] 


Honouvuuu, March 11 ) 
KiRKLEY 8S. CouLtTeErR, 
Chief Clerk, Senate Committee on Interior and Insular 1 ffairs, 
Wi ash ington, a es 

Interior amendments satisfactory with following qualifications: First, in In- 
teriors’ amendment 8, substitute ‘‘which”’ for ‘‘that”’ in seeond line of quotation 
Second, in Interiors’ amendment 10, substitute for words ‘‘as used in this sub- 
section, the term ‘publie lands and other publie property means, and is’ ”’ Che 


following ‘‘as used in this subsection, and in subsections (C) and (D) of this see- 
tion, the terms ‘lands’, ‘public lands’, and ‘public property’ mean, and are’’ 
Third, no objection to committing Interiors’ amendment 13 if report clearly states 
such omission does not imply denial of any rights mentioned in Interiors’ amend- 
ment. Fourth, in Interiors’ amendment 31, in second proviso substitute for 
words ‘‘upon such lands any jurisdiction’’ the following ‘‘upon such lands, con- 
currently with the United States, any jurisdiction”’ but if objection made by 
Interior or Defense Department Statehood Commission will accept either In- 
teriors’ form or H. R. 3575 form of this amendment provided report includes 
statement that general laws of Congress such as section 13, title 18, United States 


Code would not be considered as preempting field to exclusion of State law on 
same subject if not expressly so stated. Memorandum air mailed March 10 ex- 


plaining fully. Request withhold final action till memorandum received. Tele- 
phoning Slaughter March 10 and will ask him phone vou result our conversation. 


TAVARES. 





APPENDIX 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
Washington. February 25, 1953 
Hon. Hucu Butter, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular A ffai 8 
United States Senate Was} ngton, ED. ¢€. 


My Dear CHarrkMAN Butier: Your letter of February 9, 1953, addressed to 
the Chairman of the Commission and requesting a report on 8. 49, introduced 
by Senator Cordon (for himself and Senators Knowland, Watkins, Anderson, 
Smith of Maine, Humphrey, Thye, Morse, Hunt, Magnuson, Lehman, Douglas, 
Murray, Smith of New Jersey, Williams, and Duff), ‘‘to enable the people of 
Hawaii to form a constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the Original States,’’ has been referred to our 
Committee on Legislation and Rules After careful consideration by that com 
mittee, I am authorized to submit the following comments in its behalf 

Your letter indicates that our opinion is sought only with respect to seetion 17 
of the bill and these comments are confined to t sectiol Section 17 of 8S. 49 
reads as follows: 

“Nothing contained in this or any other Act shall be construed as depriving the 
Federal Maritime Board of the exclusive jurisdiction heretofore conferred on it 
over common carriers engaged in transportation by ter between ports in the 
State of Hawaii and other ports in the United States, its Territories, or possessions.’ 

Section 302 (1) of the Interstate Commerce Act in part defines ‘‘tran portatior 


in interstate or foreign commerce’”’ subject to vart TIT of the act to mean trans 








portation ‘‘wholly by water from a place in a State to a place in any other State 








Bs Without a provision to the contrar . therefore enactment of S 19 
would appear automatica to bring wi sportation between the continent 
and Hawaii under this Commission’s ju 

Section 17 of this bill, as quoted above, is limite to common earriers, so that 
passage of the bill as now drawn micht teehnieallvy be said t bring contract 
carriers by water engaged in such transportation under the irisdiection of this 
Commission It is not believed that this is the intention of the framers of the 
bill Che former Maritime Commission, in a proce dir entitled lransporta 
tion, U.S. Pacifie Coast and Hawaii’ (3 U.S. M. C. 190) had under consideration 


certain water carrier operations of a somewhat irregular character and under 
individual contracts of affreightment for various shippers, and adopted a very 
broad interpretation of the term ‘‘ecommon ecarrier’’ subject to its jurisdiction Its 
decision gives the impres ion that it regarded all water operations between the 
Pacific coast and Hawaii as common earriage except those by tramp vessels 
operating ‘‘on irregular or unscheduled sailings from one port of loading to one 
port of discharge, lifting one dry cargo commodity usually of low value without 
mark or count and from one shipper to one consignet [In spite of this, if the 
bill is enacted as presently written, question of jurisdictional confliet might arise 
as between this Commission and the Federal Maritime Board with respect to 
contract water carriers 

Transportation between the continent and Hawaii does not involve competition 
between different classes of car: iers, as contemplated by the national transporta 
tion policy, and there appears to be no reason why this Commission should have 
jurisdiction with respect to any of such transportatior l'o insure that the present 
division of jurisdiction between this Commission and the Federal Maritime Board 
is maintained, we suggest that section 17 of the bill be expanded to read as follows, 
new matter being italicized: 

“Nothing contained in this or anv other Act shall be construed as depriving the 
Federal Maritime Board of the exclusive jurisdiction heretofore conferred on it 
over common carriers engaged in transportation by water between ports in the 
State of Hawaii and other ports in the United State 3, Its Territories, or possessiol Ss, 
or as conferring on the Interstate Commerce Commission } sdiction over trans- 
portation by water between any such ports.”’ 

Respectfully submitted 

WALTER M. W. Sprawn, 

Chairman, Committee on Legislation and Rules 
CHARLES ID. MAHAFFIE 
Huenu W. Cross 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, M h6, 19 
H HH 5 
( 1 fi Com? free 
Sta Ser Was} Dt 
DEAR SENATOR BUTLE! Further reference is made to your letter of January 
20, 1953, transmitting for the Departmen study and report copies of 8S. 49 and 
s ) f Hawai otorm @ consti ition and State rovern 
i i 1 the [ LO On ah equal Tooting with the original 
| Depa } is @XAl ed these bills from the standpoint of the foreign 
policy of the | ed States and, from this pont ol view, perceives no objection 
pr Isl ( ‘ 1 I Department co lers that the admi 
is ‘J mn would 
p of the | ted Stat toward the peopl 
Aad tratlo ( i i pecom tu 
Del 1 i t 1 Is propo 
i I CT I t eftu neasure 
[ ‘ N ( »>\ h the [ 
Ca i I lOna 
i LC oO A i the con it 
i l 1 ( 1 ) ] 
oO se Te Is of specia 
) i f i i are based upo 
CO} is eXp! 1 4 popular ref 
1 el rt A ican for 
{ 1 Sta rna ial alla 
rd , nly ' ’ 
prior ched 1 f afte, 
“ e | ) 
I I A fT ft Hou Represt at t 
1. R ) 
AppENpDIx VI 
SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS OF STATEHOOD FOR Hawaltl, 





1935—50 
I. THE 19385 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


gs on statehood were conducted in Hawaii in 1935 by a com- 





2 davs and heard 105 witnesses. 90 of whom 


1, and e« I pages of testimony Hearings before the 
subcommittee of the Committee on the Territories on H_ R. 3034, 74th Cong.), 
Territory of Hawaii to be a modern unit of the American commonwealth, with a 
political, social, and economic structure of the highest type.”’ Hearings on 
H. R. 3034, 74th Cong., Ist sess., p. 32! 

By the close margin of 3 to 2 the bill failed to be reported favorably to the full 
committee, since the majority felt that further study was necessary See Sum- 


| 
mary, hearings on H. R. 3034, pp. 301-304 
Il. THE 1937 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


In 1937 the joint committee appointed to visit Hawaii held public hearings for 


17 davs, and visited industrial, social, educational, and military establishments on 
the 5 major islands Residents on all islands visited were publicly urged to appear 
and express their views The committee heard 66 witnesses, 47 of whom favored 
statehood, and collected nearly 700 pages of testimony Hearings before the 


Joint Committee on Hawaii, 75th Cong., 2d sess 
In its report (S. Doc. No. 151, 75th Cong., 3d sess 


l { 


t} e committee said, “i aWaii 


has fulfilled every requirement for statehood heretofore exacted for re rritories.”’ 


S. Doc. 151, p. 94 
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I} ) ittes ( ( fed tha i it 1 r 
the wi s of | ( und that ! { 
cc It} ol I i il affa 5 W; 
| lerrit rl de it ( t j } ! 1940 | : 
majorit re than 2 to I vor 
Duri l il Ha 
iil Pil KR I I 





Fhe committee 1 od thi so a ; 
their ew oO ts ond and ’ ey ’ , elfare f 
the Territory 

The er » held heari { 12 da or e 5 ind | rd 10 
witnesse Ol of who fa re i ! 1) 
includit 30 writt Statem und « bits relat t ‘ ( ol and 
political life Hearings before t t>¢ trhitt t the Co ittee oO 
Territorie House of Representatives, 79th Co 2d 

The subcommittee submitted a unanimous report (H. Rept. 1620, 79th Cor 
2d sess.) in which it recommended that ‘‘s f 

1. The people of the Territory of Hawaii have d rated beyond question 
not only their loyalty and patriotism but also their desire to assume the responsi- 
bilities of statehood; and since 

2. The policy of the United States Government is one of self-determination 
that peoples be allowed to choose freely their form of pe tical status: and since 

“3. Hawaii’s strategic location in the Pacific plays so large a part in our coun- 
try’s international position in this area; and sinee 

‘4. The Congress of the United States has through a series of acts and com 
mittee reports indicated to the people of the Territory that Hawaii would be 
admitted into the Union when qualified; and since 

‘5. The Territory of Hawaii now meets the necessary requirements for state 
hood: 

“Tt is the recommenda n of tl sub mittee that the Committee on Tt 
tories give immediate consideration to legislation to ad Hawaii to statehoe 

\ rH 4 CONGRI IONA INV I N 


The House Com ttee on Publie Lands met in Wa ngtor Bs n Maret 


1947, to consider H. R. 49, and 11 other Ss gra ng statehood to Hawa 

The committee held hear for 13 1 und hea > ( Ss, all of whon 
favored immediate tatehood Opposition to 1 | ( sted of 3 com- 
munications, | of which was printed in the record he committee collected 


310 pages of testimor Hearings before the Committee on Publie Lands. House 
of Representatives, 80th Cong., Ist sess., on H. R. 49 

Several Federal departments were requested by the committee to ibmit 
reports on Hawa statehood bil The administration endorsed the bill, and the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy offered obiection to th 
enactment of H. R. 49 

Fleet Adm. Chester W. Nimitz, testifving as a private citizen, stated from a 


military and naval standpoir I can see no objection to thes lands achievin 





statehood 

Maj. Gen. Charles D. Herron, United States Art retired), former commander 
of the Hawaiian Department, testified that the people of Hawa have lor 
shown themselves to be wise and fully worthy of full citizenship.”’ 

Manv Members of the 80th Congress testified or presented statements for the 
record supporting the bill 

Whereas the 1946 hearings in Hawaii stressed the readiness of the people of the 
islands to meet the responsibilities of statehood, the testimony submitted in 
Washington in 1947 related largely to national aspects, such as national defense, 
trade relations, and foreign aff: 
Pacific was viewed as a reason for statehood 


1irs Hawali’s position at the crossroads of the 

For the second time in 2 years a committee of Congress unanimously recom- 
mended statehood 

The 1947 committee report (H. Rept. 194, 80th Cong., Ist sess.), drew particular 
attention to the following 

“The strategic location in the 
half million loval American citi 





> of Hawaii’s modern community of a 


zens, with its modern facilities for transportatior 





communication, and defense, is of immeasurable value to the Nation; 
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The granting of statehood to Hawaii at this time will be an actual demonstra- 
tion of the purposes of the United States in granting self-determination to the 
peo} les of the world 

The joint committee of the 75th Congress appointed in 1937 after thorough 
investigation in the islands, found ‘that Hawaii has fulfilled every requirement for 
statehood heretofore exacted of Territories’; and 

The ibecommittec ippointed in the 79th Congress unanimously recom- 
mended that immediate consideration for legislation looking to the admission 
of Hawaii to statehood be undertaken ” 

Che findings and conclusions of the 1947 congressional hearings on the question 

statehood for Hawaii were based on its own investigation and the investigations 
of two previous congressional committees 


In June 1947, a Hawaii statehood bill passed the House by a vote of 196 to 





133; Congress adjourned before further action was taken 
V. THE 1948 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 
During 1948 three separate investigations on the subject of statehood for 


Hawaii were held 

1. In January the chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on Territories and 
Insular Affairs, Hon. Guy Cordon, of Oregor went to Hawaii at the direction of 
the full committee in connection with H. R 49, the Hawaiian statehood bill 
before the SOth Congress 

Public hearings on statehood were held for 16 days on the major islands. Of 
the 231 witnesses testifying, 215 favored statehood and 16 opposed it Hearings 
before the Subcommittee on Territories and Insular Affairs of the Committee on 
Public Lands, 80th Cong., 2d sess 

Special study was given to the Territory’s judicial system, the degree to which 
the racial melting pot works, the economic stability of the Territory, and the 
extent of the menace of communism and bloc voting 

Che report held that 

1) The courts of the Territory are functioning satisfactorily 

2) Democracy has creditably proved itself in Hawaii 

3) The financial condition of the Territory appears sound. 

1) Though the extent of Communist success in Hawaii is not definitely known 
the total number of Communists being fewer than 100, ample protection against 
the infiltration of Communist doctrines in the formation of a State constitution 
exist, since approval must be given both by the electorate of Hawaii and by the 
President of the United States 


(ComMITTEE Notre.—By committee amendment to the present bill, this 
function of safeguarding the State constitution rests with the Congress, in 
accordance with the principles of the Federal Constitution.) 


5) Election records of Hawaii for 48 years do not support the contention of 
bloc voting, and there is little chance that the pattern of political behavior will 
undergo any drastic changes under State government. 

lhe chairman recommended that the bill be favorably reported to the Senate 
with a recommendation for immediate action 

It was later decided by the Senate committee to hold further hearings in 
Washington, D. C., to determine national interest 

2. On April 15, the Senate subcommittee met in Washington, heard 8 witnesses, 
none in opposition, and collected 53 pages of testimony. 

On May 8, the committee decided to take no action on its subcommittee’s 
favorable report on statehood, and authorized the chairman to arrange a trip to 
Hawaii for committee members wishing to study the matter on the ground. 

3. From November 1 to 12, the chairman of the committee, Senator Hugh 
Butler, conducted in Hawaii an investigation of Communist activities in the 
lerritory In all, 77 confidential interviews were made a matter of record, and 
more than 100 other witnesses interviewed 

A report of the investigation was made in June 1949; in summary, the report 
recommended: 

(1) That statehood for Hawaii be deferred indefinitely, until communism in 
the Territory may be brought under effective control; 

(2) That the Territorial government of Hawaii be encouraged to take positive 
steps within the scope of its authority to suppress unlawful communistic activities ; 

3) That the executive branch of the Federal Government, through the De- 
partment of Justice, take immediate steps to prosecute lawless communism in 
the Territory, and to protect from force and violence those who honestly seek to 
support and strengthen orderly constitutional government; 
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} hat Congress take cognizance of the very serious economic problen 


which confront Hawaii as a result of the activities of the Communist-dominate¢ 


ILWU and immediately enact remedial legislatior 


s 
’ 
A 


VI THE 1949 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


On March 3 and 8, the Subcommittee on Territorial and Insular Possessions 
of the House Public Lands Committee held hearings in Washington, with the 
voluminous record already amassed before it. Five witnesses testified, none in 
opposition, though two communications in opposition to the legislation were 
received and made part of the record 

The Committee on Public Lands on March 10, in reporting favorably on the 
bill, as amended, and recommending that it pass, concluded, in part, as follows 

1. The Territory is not only self-supporting, but pays more Federal income tax 
than any 1 of 12 States 

2. Had Hawaii been a State, it hardly would have been subjected to the 
indignities which befell it in World War II. 

3. There is no area under United States jurisdiction where a great complexity 
of races lives so harmoniously. 

4. Both major political parties in the United States included a recommendation 
of statehood for Hawaii in their party platforms of 1948 

5. Statehood for Hawaii would increase immeasurably the prestige of America 
throughout the Orient. 

The committee recognized that the extent of Communist influence and activity 
in the Territory had been the objective of intense inquiry, but was of the opinion 
that the people of the Territory are alert to the problem and would be better able 
to cope with it as a State than as a Territory 


VII. THE 1950 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


Phough the 7th investigation by Congress of statehood for Hawaii was not 
held until May 1950, 2 activities of Congress preceded the Senate hearings: 

1. In January, a House Public Lands Committee Special Committee on Pacific 
Territories and Island Possessions, after an extended trip throughout the Pacific 
Ocean area, including Hawaii, returned to Washington and strongly urged that 
Congress act favorably on the Hawaii statehood legislation The Senate Com- 
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs was officially represented by its chief 
clerk, Mills Astin, on this inspection trip and inquiry 

2. The House of Representatives voted on March 7 by 262 to 110 to admit 
Hawaii to statehood 

The Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee held hearings in Washington 
the early part of May, heard 60 witnesses, none in opposition, though several 
communications in opposition to statehood were inserted in the record. Sub- 
sequently, the committee met in executive session over a period of 2 weeks to 
consider the evidence and make necessary amendments to the bill. 





Statistical record of congressional investigations of statehood for Hawai, 1935-50 


| | | j | Witnesses re | States 
la Mem- statehood repre- | Pages of 
Days of} te a | bers 5 _ — sented | printed 
Dates of hearings | Site of hearings hear- aaa | visit - te by com hear 
| ings bershir } ing | For A cainst| nesses | mittee | ings 
| | Hawaii a ~ | mem- | reports 
| | | |bership 
Oct. 7-18, 1935._..| Hawaii | 12 | 6 | 5 | 90 1 105 5 43 
co a.) 6 Gl ey “See 17 | 25 | 19 | 47 19 | 66 23 &3 
Jan. 7-18, 1946. _..|.....do.. as 12 6 | 5 | 91 16 107 | 4 909 
Mar. 7-19, 1947....| Washington. -_. 13 | 27 | 0 35 0 35 20 350 
Jan. 5-20, 1948__..| Hawali-... al 16 | 5 | Li 3 16} 231} 5 461 
Apr. 15, 1048......; Washington | 1 | 13 0 | S 0 8 | 5 53 
Nov. 1-12, 1948....| Hawalf.......-.-] 11 | 13 | 1 () (i 77 | 11 | 15 
Mar. 3-8, 1949.__.| Washington..___| 2 | 26 | 0 | 4 0 4 19 77 
May 1-5, 1950....| do 5 | 22 | 0 60 0 60 | 11 | 550 
Pek Bis cates -| 89 | 133 | 31 | 550 66 693 | 103 | 3,593 





| Notavailable. 
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THe ReEcorpD OF INVESTIGATIONS AND HEARINGS ON H. R. 49—STaTEHOOD FOR 
HaWwall 


nony and information built up around the question of 
atehood for Hawaii is more complete than was the case for any other State prior 

idmission.”” Report on Statehood for Hawaii, Senate Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee, May 8, 1951 


Since 1903. either bv petition or resolution of the Territoria legislature, the 
desire for statehood has been brought to the attention of Congress at least on 15 





different occasions Beginning with H. R. 12210, introduced in the 66th Congress 
9 = and continuing through to the 83d Congress. no less than 33 different 
pills have been introduced in Congress granting statehood to Hawaii 
FIVE PROBES IN HAWAII 
vestigations leading to serious consideration of the aspiration of Hawai t 

tatehood have been made by Congress over a long period of years Sinee 1935 
five congressional committees have investigs the subject of statehood for 

iwa During tl time, 31 Members of Congress have visited the islands for 
these investigations logetber with the many hearings held in Washington 


nony from more than 600 witnesses has been taken and a record comprising 
nearly 4,000 pages, equal approximately to the number of pages in 18 full-lengt! 


books, has been compiled Of those testifying, 550 were in favor of immediate 
itehood for Hawa 
he record on Hawaii is complete It is gvailable for examination Virtually 
ervthing there is to know about Hawaii has been chronicled in these volumes 
Her social, political, cultural, and economic structure has been subjected t« 
an exan ition that was unheard of with the other 29 Territories when they wer 
cal late for statehood 


rH} 935 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


Che first investigation of statehood took place in Hawaii during the 74th 


Congress in 1935. This committee reported that it found ‘‘the Territory of 
Hawaii to be a modern unit of the American commonwealth with a political 
social, and economic structure of the highest type” and recommended further 
study 


rHt 9. CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 








[wo vears later 1937 1 JoInt committec of the House and Senate investigated 
statehood Nineteen members of the committee visited the major islands of 
Hawaii and held hearings for 17 days \ volume of testimony and exhibits 
covering every facet of the Territory was compiled Though its report stated, 


“Hawaii has fulfilled every requirement for statehood heretofore exacted for the 
Territories,’ the committee felt that further action should be deferred due to the 
disturbed conditions of international affairs In the war years that followed, 
Hawaii held its statehood aspirations in abeyance, although an official plebiscité 
in the Territory in 1940 showed the citizens of Hawaii to be in favor of statehood 
by an overwhelming majority 





rut 1996 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


Congressional hearings were resumed for the third time in Hawaii in January 
of 1946 by the House Subcommittee on Territories under the chairmanship of the 
Honorable Henry D. Lareade, Jr., of Louisiana. The group held hearings for 
12 davs on the 5 major islands and heard 107 witnesses, 91 of whom favored 
statehood Recorded were 908 pages of testimony This committee, in its 
report recommended that since 

1. The people of the Territory of Hawaii have demonstrated beyond question 
not only their loyalty and patriotism but also their desire to assume the responsi- 
bilities of statehood; and since 

‘2 The policy of the United States Government is one of self-determination 

that pe oples be allowed to choose freely their form of political status; and since- 

}. Hawaii’s strategic location in the Pacific plays so large a part in our coun- 
try’s international position in this area; and since— 

i. The Congress of the United States has through a series of acts and com 
mittee reports indicated to the people of the Territory that Hawaii would be 


admitted into the Union when qualified; and since— 
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5. The Territory of Hawaii now meets the n 
hood: ‘It is the recommendation of this subcommittee that the Committee 
on Territories give immediate consideration to legislation to admit Hawaii to 
statehood.’”’ 








THE 1947 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


The 79th Congress adjourned without further action being taker But in the 
SOth Congress, statehood legislation was : n red, ant f vere 
held before the Committee or , 
before the House Public Lands ¢ 
statehood were made for the record by many nationally prominent leaders, i 
cluding President Truman; Secretary of Interior Krug; Fleet Admiral Chester A 
Nimitz, commander in chief of tl Pacific Fleet during World War II; and Ma 
Gen. Charles D. Herron (retired), former commander of the Hawaii Departme! 

United States Army 





Secretary Krug also testified that ‘““General MacArthur had expressed the 
opinion favoring statehood for Hawaii on the premise that such a policy would 
definitely support his efforts in demoeratizing Japan and other areas of the 
Orient and would assist in overcoming the inroads of nondemocrat forms of 


government 

Admiral Nimitz, testifying as a private citizen, said he had great admiration 
and appreciation of the complete and wholehearted cooperation the people of 
Hawaii gave the war effort; that from a military and naval standpoint he saw no 
objection to the granting of statehood to Hawaii 


Che House Public Lands Committee of the 80th Congress unanimously approved 
H. R. 49. On June 30, 1947, the House passed the Farrington bill to enable 
Hawaii to become as te It wo by a majority f 197 te 133 \lear I ( i 
id I 1d been 1 roduced Oo es il¢ Vi rererre¢ Ju 1947 

e Co ittee on Interior a I ir A Ir 
THE 1948 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS 

The Senate co itte ed to ( inother ¢ he-spo 
I ! ihe committe lirected S itor Guy Cord ul! in of ‘ be 

it tes oO make el t ith L110 He obtaine 1uthority to « ige ( ( 
ludce Carl E. W ot Oreao . a Swett ae 

bhey held ther quiri Ha January 1945 L he I ) eSst 








) om 2lo favored itehor e Lf ere opp { Senator re enor 
reaffirmed ( f ! ) ittees re ed eqdiate 
favorabie action b e Ssenat ) H.R 1Y 

es other re mmendati s itor Cord 11d Ve ¢ CO ent wit 

e Tac tnd the evidence di oseda au ( rth { of Ha Li} 
people 1 . * ( Corl IS1LO! i ed ft ( i ongre i f l tLINg 
ce mil ri S Rept ) H. R. 49, SOt Co 2d st 2 

() \la ~ 1O48 he Cor ) | e! i | ir Affau ed 7 to 5 te 
lefe 1etlo intl miuittec ‘ ers C¢ i i riy ! HH i I 


t he purpose of deter } 1 i n | ON ( i | 1 CC 

ee | \pril 15, 1948 \i f rd, | DI ( of sta 
00 ippeared 

In November 1948, Senator Hugh Butler Nebra 1irman of the Cor 
nittee ¢ Interior and Insular Affa ( ) Hawaii, turned in 
2 report adverse t tatehood 

THE 1949 CONGRESSIONA INVESTIGATIOD 

On March 8 and 8, 1949, hearings were held before a Subcommittee on Terri 
torial and Insular Possessions of the House Committee « Public Lands Sitar 
duced into the record, in addition to testimony from witnesses favoring statehood 





were memoranda from Charles F. Brannan. Secretary of the Department of Agri 
culture; W. John Kenny cting Head, Navy Department; J. A. Krug, Secretary 
of the Interior; Hon. Sid Simpson, of Illinois; Hon. Gordon L. MeDonough, of 
California; Hon. Robert Hale, of Maine; Hon. Mike Mansfield, of Montana; and 
others All favored admission of Hawai 

On March 8, with Hon. Clair Engle presiding, the committee met Thev voted 
17 to 1 to report the bill favorably. 
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rHE 1950 CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 


The seventh investigation by Congress of statehood for Hawaii was held in 
May 1950. Two events preceded the investigation: (1) In January a House Publie 
Lands Committee Special Committee on Pacifie Territories and Island Possessions 
after an extended trip throughout the Pacific Ocean areas, returned to Washingtor 
and strongly urged that Congress act favorably on Hawaii statehood iegislatior 
and (2) the House of Representatives voted on March 7 by 262 to 110 to admit 
Hawaii to statehood 

In the early part of May 1950, the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee 
held hearings in Washington heard 60 witnesses; none were in opposition On 
June 29, Senator Joseph C. O’Mahoney reporting for the committee recom- 
mended passage of H. R. 49, as amended 

During the committee’s May deliberations, communications were received from 
President Truman, urging prompt passage of the legislation; from Oscar L. 
Chapman, Secretary of the Interior; Louis Johnson, Secretary of Defense; Jack K. 
McFall, Assistant Secretary of State; and others, all favorable. 


THE 1951 SENATE COMMITTEE REPORT 


On May 8, 1951, nine members of the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs 
Committee reported favorably on 8. 49, in one of the most emphatically worded 
reports in the long history of the Hawaii statehcod legislation 

The majority group passed the bill without further hearings, stating that the 
record of testimony built up around the question of Hawaiian statehood was mort 
complete than in the case of any other Territory. prior to admission 

The committee found that Hawaii, unequivocally had met every test applied 
to 29 other Territorial applications for admittance into the Union 


It is a paradox”’ the report stated, ‘“‘that the United States should still permit 


tal a part of itself to remain in the inferior status of a Territory when that 


part fulfills each and every one of the historic qualifications for statehood, and 
eager to assume the burdens and responsibilities of full equality, as well a \\ 


its privileges.’ And: 

It is submitted that if the ultimate test of loyalty and patriotism is the 
willingness to fight and die for one’s country, then Hawaii has nobly met this 
also’? And 

The devotion to American ideals of the sons of Hawaii has been irrefutab| 
written in the pages of world history on the battlefields of Europe, and, more 
recently in Korea ; And in econelusion: 

Cherefore, conscious of their responsibility as Members of the Senate of the 
82d Congress to the Senate and to the Nation, the majority of the committee 
recommends that the Senate continue the pattern under which America has grow! 
great and approve this legislation to admit the prosperous, populous, and 
thoroughly American Territory of Hawaii to statehood.” 

Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 





NATIONAL Party PLANKS ON STATEHOOD 


rhe Republican Party and the Democratic Party are committed irrecoverably 
to immediate statehood for Hawaii Pledges to that end were incorporated in 
the 1952 national platforms of both major parties during the July conventions 
in Chicago. Both platforms were adopted by their respective delegations without 
a dissenting vote 

Here is the history of the national party planks on statehood: 

REPUBLICAN PARTY 

19452 

‘‘We favor immediate statehood for Hawaii 

‘We favor statehood for Alaska under an equitable enabling act. 

‘We favor eventual statehood for Puerto Rico.” 
1948 


We favor eventual statehood for Hawaii, Alaska, and Puerto Rico.” 


1946 
(Resolution o: national committee, Mav 1946:) 
Whereas the Republican Party in its national platform has supported policies 
looking toward ultimate statehood for Hawaii; 
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‘“‘Whereas the people of Hawaii have demonstrated beyond question their 
loyalty, patriotism, and, by an overwhelming vote, their desire to assume the 
responsibilities of statehood 

‘Whereas the capacity of the people of this Territory to assume the responsibili 
ties of State government has been fully demonstrated; and 

‘‘Whereas the admission of the Territory of Hawaii as the 49th State would be 
in fulfillment of a promise long made. is in keeping with a policy of self-determina 
tion, and would strengthen the position of this country in the Pacific: Be it 
further 

“Resolved, That the Republican Nat nal Committee endorse the effort of the 
people of Hawaii to obtain immediate statehood.”’ 


1944 

‘Hawaii, which shares the Nation’s obligations equally with the several States 
is entitled to the fullest measure of home rule looking toward statehood and to 
equality with the several States in the rights of her citizens and the applicatior 
of all our national laws.” 
1940 

“Hawaii, sharing the Nation’s obligations equally with the several States. is 
entitled to the fullest measure of home rule and to equality with the severa 
States in the right of her citizens and in the application of our national aws.”’ 


1932 
We believe that the customary status of self-governn * enjoved | 
* the Territory of Hawaii should be maintained, and that officials 
should be bona fide residents of the ‘Territory 
1924 
Favored Federal assistance in harbor improvements for Hawa 
tion of its share of Federal] funds, and extension of homesteads for:Hawalian race 


the appropria 





1920 
‘For Hawaii we recommend Federal assistance in Americanizing and educat 
her greatly disproportionate foreign populati home e, a e rehabilitatic 


of the Hawaiian race 


191¢ 
Bona fide residents for Territorial! officials 


1908 

Immediate statehood for New Mexico and Arizona 

Territorial officials ‘‘should be bona fide residents of the Territory in which the 
duties are to be performed.” 

DEMOCRATIC PARTY 

1952 

‘Alaska and Hawaii. By virtue of their strategic and geographica! locations 
Alaska and Hawaii are vital bastions in the Pacific. These two Territories have 
contributed greatly to the welfare and economic development of our country and 
have beeome integrated into our economic and social life We therefore urge 
mmediate statehood for these two Territories.” 
1948 

‘We urge immediate statehood for Hawaii and Alaska: immediate determinatior 
by the people of Puerto Rico as to their form of government * * *.”’ 


1944 

‘We favor enactment of legislation granting the fullest measure of self-govern- 
tinent for Alaska Hawaii, and Puerto Rico and eventual statehood for Alaska 
and Hawaii.” 
1940 


‘We tavor a large measure ot self-government leading to statehood for Alaska 


llawaii. and Puerto Rico We favor the appointment of residents to office and 
equa treatment of the citizens of each of these three Territories We favor the 
prompt determ nation and payment of anv just claims by Indians and Eskimos 


citizens of Alaska. against the United States.’ 


1932 


Ultimate statehood tor Puerto Rico 
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\\ favo! ippo ntment only of bona fide resident to office in the lerritories 
lerrit« il gover! ent for Merto Rico, ‘with a view to ultimate statehood.’’ 
torlia elt-2¢ ( rie { I Ala 1 
I toria ' f r Puerto Ric ‘ \laska with view to ultimate 
ta 1 ( ‘ ler ‘ [ i States since the beginnir of 
| 1 re for Territorial officia 
e 
| i uld he ialified bv pre bona fide esldence 
( De ito ad e] ( rnm [a yur lerritories . ¥ 
} ¢ lon 
i rT l i l if re cit ‘( 
‘ ta if Arizona a 1 New Mexico 
Ad nistrative officials of all ‘‘ Territories should be thoroughly qualified by 
| } 1 
\ ( i 11a » Ha L 1 1 prom ) rime ead 
| ( New Te XKl¢ i Okiat 
\ tive OY , ) 1 be | l le re 1 »I it 
| 
i t « ¢ l ! cpa on whe t take at wble terri- 
‘ ( ( sta [ ) and wt | e are Wil 
‘ f oO ( \ rican ¢ We fay pansion by peaceful and 
| \ 1, Ne \I Ce und Oklahoma, and 
| ~ ( \\ 6m 
i i rit ya 
Sul ME Court RuLINGS 
f t recedent w esta ed territoriality as a preparation for 
ta ! i een reatiirmed time and again by rulll of the Supreme Court 
i 1 rT Lu rit nstitutiona LW 
( et istice Taney in t ebrated Dred Seott case, declared that a Terri- 
tor : iired to become 4 State. and not to be held as a colony and governed 
( y witt absolute with + 
\ ate i i804, the Supren Court handed down a similar decision using 
un we obvi vy borrowed ft the Ordinance of 1787 
rt erritories acquired by Congress whether by deed or cession trom the 
rigina tate yr Ov treatv with a foreig! uintryv, are held with the Hyect, 
us soon as their population and conditions justify, of being admitted into the 
Union as states upon ar yua ting with the original states in all respects.’ 
In still another instance, the Supreme Court ruling, holding that the District 
F rt 1: Court of Appeals was a constitutional court of the United States, 
Or ided 
I absence from the Constitution otf such guaranties for territorial judges 
vas Joubt due to the fact that the organization of governments for the Terri- 
tories was but temporary, and would be superseded when the Territories became 
states of the Unior 
In O' Donoghue \v niled State 289 | S. 537 the Supreme Court ruled: 


since the Constitution provides for the admission by Congress of new states, 
it properly mav be said that the outlying continental domain, of which the 
United States was the proprietor was. trom the beginning, destined for ad- 
mission a= a state or states into the Union: and that as a preliminary step toward 
that tore-ordained end—to tide over the period of ineligibility-——Congress, from 
time to time, created territorial governments, the existence of which was nec- 
essarily limited to the period of pupilage 
Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 
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STATISTICS REFLECTING THE PROSPEROUS CONDITION OF THE HAWaAtt ECONOMY 





Hawaii has substantial resources in its lands and industries and has n haled 
these resources to build a firm, self-sustainir ind endur econon It out 
strips, by far in real property assessments, goods produced and business turnover 
any of the 29 Territories heretofore admitted to statehood 

As a business associate, the 48 States could take in 1 rer nsible isiness 
partner than Hawaii. Here’s why 

SOME HAWAII BUSINI 5 I ISI 

The a 1a luct of t 16 f H t t 
dollar rate In 1952, ba 1 « l e tax ¢ ( \ ne rose 
t $1.429.341.206 or SS l re t i 105 

A new record of $502,174,58Y was set i ilari¢ wes Lid Q52 

crease of S26 miullio r 14 

Retai ules in the Lerrit« 1952 tot ed $521,189,496.61 

Assessors’ gross valuation of land and improvement n the lerritory as 
Januarv 1, 1952. was $1,073,952,582 

lerritorial residents, in 1952 file 170,714 territe i ( et ! rns, list 
salaries, wages and LIVIce 1 tota $535,178,803.50 1) ( is ult 
amounted to 833,004,214.50 

lotal tax colleetions acerulr to the erritor oO H i 1952 totaled 
$74.862.678.40. up SS00.000 ( the previou eal 

UNIT rATES TAX I CT 

Hawaii is subject to Feder ta 1 consistent i to the Unite 
States Treasur cor 1¢ irae ( tha e | il ¢ vernment. ¢ 
( ding expenditures for it nai detense spent { tor nn the ear 
1942 to 1952 inclusive, Hawa pa ents into the t i! lreasury totaled 
$1,200,000,000, an amount exceeding that paid | v4 0 States 

In 1952, sueh payments on account of Federal income ! ite and mise 
laneous taxes amounted to $134,.995.730. more than paid in by nine mainlar 
States 

Hawaii ranks as one of the best customers of the continental United States 

In 1951 Hawaii bought from the ma ind, food, clot! Tr I torears 
household appliances, construction materials, machine ind equipment, fu 
medical supplies, and many other items an intir to S38S81,912,000 

Since 1933, Hawaii has been seventh and eighth in the rank of continenta 

United States customers, and in 1940, fifth, among a the nations of the world 


ahead in purchases of such countries as Italy, China, Cuba, the Philippines 
Germany 


PROSPEROUS HAWAII ECONOMY 


At the end of 1952. Hawaii’s economy was in a prosperous condition Dur- 
ing the vear, the people of the lerritory, in some instances, extended their sub 





stantial gains of the preceding 2 vears. In the main, however, | was a@ vear 
of leveling off of economic gains from The Eeonomie Situation in Hawaii ir 
1952, by Perry Phillipp and N' Keith Roberts, University of Hawaii 


) 


What were some of these economie gains 

Che contribution of the sugar industry to Hawaii’s economy in 1952 reached 
an all-time high of $137,250,000 Production of raw sugar is estimated at 1,020,000 
tons. or about one-seventh of the Nation’s consumption. 

The pineapple crop for the fiseal vear 1952. consisting of some 26.000.000 cases 
of fruit and juice, brought in another $100,000,000. 

Hawaii’s tourist industry continued to expand in 1952 Che number of visitors 
excluding transients, was 60,000, compared to 53,000 in 1951. Already worth 
more than $50,000,000 annuallv, the tourist business is expected to be further 





encouraged bv the newly introduced aireoach services 

In 1952, wholesale value of diversified agricultural marketings, other thar 
floral products, reached record levels, estimated at $36,700,000 

These statistics compare with those of the last two State idmitted to the Unior 








STATEHOOD FOR HAWAII 





Value at date of admission as a State 


\d tna) Popula 
tion | Real prop Raw mate Goods pur 
erty rials chased 
New Mex 1912 327, 300 $34, 682, 427 $4, 430, 134 | $9, 320, 067 
\r 1912 204, 354 84, 328, 045 39, 283, 038 | 64, 098, 510 
)kla : 190) 1, 656, 968 719, 703, 439 34, 152, 894 54, 682, 405 


Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 


\GRICULTURAL PROGRAMS IN THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS 


\ special subcommittee had been designated to g0 to Hawaii and observe, study, 
and investigate the sugar situation and other agricultural programs. They were 
Wiiliam S. Hill, acting chairman and Members Charles B. Hoeven and Harold O. 
Lovre 

The subcommittee arrived in Honolulu November 12, 1952. It met with Dele- 
gate Joseph R. Farrington, Gov. Oren E. Long, Mayor John H. Wilson, and with 
representatives of the pineapple, farming, cattle, sugar, and other local agencies. 
\ericultural problems of Hawaii were discussed. 

Mr. Hill, the chairman, stressed the importance of keeping both the mainland 
beet sugar and the Hawaiian cane sugar production at capacity. Thereafter, the 

ibcommittee visited pineapple canneries, toured sugar plantations, and observed 
fields, methods of cultivation and irrigation, labor, fertilization, processing plants, 
and transportation facilities 

Here are extracts from the subcommittee’s report 


CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


It is the conclusion of the subcommittee that there is a fertile field in the 
Hawaiian Islands for expansion of agricultural programs, and that there is neces- 
sity for expansion of agricultural research; that new production is essential to 
maintain a proper balance of trade 

* * * The subcommittee further believes that everything possible should be 
tone tO Maintain ocean transportation of freight, essential to the welfare of the 
people and the economy of Hawaii; that consideration should be given to a survey 
of irrigation, power, and flood-control potentials in the Territory. Large areas of 
land could be brought under irrigation and made productive if financing could be 
obtained at a low rate of interest, with repayment over a long period of time, as is 
possible under the Reclamation Act 

Che subeommittee thinks that further assistance through the Soil Conserva- 
tion Service could be obtained from the national level in connection with the 
pasture-improvement program on the islands 

“The subcommittee is of the further opinion that encouragement should 
be given in connection with agricultural expansion of the small-enterprise cat- 
egory Subcommittee members found on the islands the problem of financing 
farm operations and developments and the need for production-credit assistance 
was evident, but requirements for Territorial eligibility are such that this as- 
sistance has not been within reach. Consideration should be given to a modi- 
fication of the standards for use in Hawaii. The subcommittee feels that Hawaii’s 
strategic position in the Pacific defense of the Nation warrants encouragement, 
and a reexamination of the standards to meet the needs of Hawaii would help 
encourage agricultural expansion of the small-enterprise category and assist the 
islands in becoming self-sufficient. 

‘Hawaii is an American center and is an opportunity for bringing America’s 
storv closer to other countries of the world.’ 

Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 
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AREA oF Hawall 


Che Hawaiian Islands, a semitropic archipelago in the North Pacific Ocean, 
are composed of a series of islands stretching over 1,910 statute miles. Approxi- 
mately the size in land area of Connecticut and Rhode Island combined, the 
eight main islands, which are situated within a distance of 350 miles of each 
other, are populated by more than one-half million ! people.—(From H. Rept 
254, 8Ist Cong., Ist sess 

Hawaii Statehood Commission. Washington D. C.) 


STaTistics CHARTING STEADY GaINs IN Hawau’s POPULATION 


Che 1951 majority report by the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee 
stated that Hawaii has ‘“‘fully” and ‘unequivocally’? met every historic qualifica- 
tion for statehood 

One of those historically effective qualifications, applied in each of 29 previous 
admissions of Territories to statehood. was that the ‘ Territory had attained a 
sufficiently large population to support statehood in the time in which it was 
admitted.” 

Hawaii’s present population (499,794, United States census, 1950) exceeds that 
of anv other Territory at the time of admission as a State with the single excep- 
tion of Oklahoma. 

It exceeds today the population of four of the States, as based on the April 1, 
1950, Federal census: 


Nevada. 160, O83 
Wvoming__. 290, 528 
Delaware. 318, O85 


Vermont . 377, 747 

It borders the population of several other States, notably Idaho, 588,657; 
Montana, 591,024; and New Hampshire, 533,242. 

Nor is the population of the Territory of Hawaii static. In 1850 Hawaii had 
a population of 84,165 In 1950, 100 vears later, it had increased 6 times as 
much. Its largest gain, 43.9 percent, came in the decade ending in 1930 when 
112,424 persons were added. The 1950 gain is 18.1 percent over that of 1940. 
Approximately 87 percent of the population of Hawaii are United States citizens 
The city of Honolulu. with a 1950 census of 248,034 ranks as the 44th city of the 
United States in size, ahead of such cities as Dayton, Ohio; Oklahoma City, 
Okla.; Richmond, Va., and Syracuse, N. Y. 

Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 


Hawat’s Heroic War REcorD 


‘It is submitted that if the ultimate test of loyalty and patriotism is the willing- 
ness to fight and die for one’s country, then Hawaii has nobly met this test also 
More immediately impressive than the facts of history or cold statistics of popula- 
tion and economic attainment is the heroic record of Hawaiians fighting for and 
shedding their blood for the ideals of American democracy” (8S. Rept. 314, 82d 
Cong., Ist sess.). 

As of February 13, 1953, Hawaiian battle casualties in Korea totaled 1,352. At 
the same time, casualties of the United States Armed Forces as a whole, including 
those from Hawaii, totaled 130,093. Based on a population of 157,000,000, 
Hawaii’s battle casualties in the Korea fighting are more than three times those 
of the rest of the country. 

Hawaii’s war dead, as of mid-February of this year, totaled 345 killed in Korea 
action, while as of the same date total United States war dead numbered 22,948 
Thus, Hawaii’s killed in action in the Korea war are something like 450 percent 
over those for the remainder of the United States. 





1U, 8, Census, 1950 population was 499,794, 
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CA ALTII EXPLAINED 





I igh rate of Hawaii casualties was explained by Gen. J. Lawton Collins 
Chiet in a letter to Delegate J. R. Farrington dated April 11, 1951 Part 
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These 3,600 men amassed 10 unit awards, including 7 Presidential citations 
They received over 5,000 individual awards, including 3,600 Purple Heart Medals 
with 500 Oak-Leaf Clusters; 810 Bronze Star Medals with 38 clusters; 15 Soldiers’ 
Medals; 17 Legion of Merit Medals; 342 Silver Star Medals with 12 clusters; one 
Dist iished Service Medal; 47 Distinguished Service Crosses; and 1 Congres- 
sional Medal of Honor. 

QUOTA EXCEEDED 


Although registration under the selective-service law began in the Territory in 

940, few men in Hawaii were called up during the first year of the war, owing to 
crucial shortage of manpower in the Hawaii defense area 

After the new call was made, Hawaii more than met her quota of manpower. 
A total of 32,197 Territorial residents were inducted into the Armed Forces during 
the life of the Selective Service Act An additional 4,580 residents entered the 
forces through other channels 

Not so widely publicized, but equally impressive, was the war record of the 
civilian population It brought, from Fleet Adm. Chester W. Nimitz, testifying 
at hearings bv the full Committee on Public Lands, March 10, 1947, this comment 

“During my period as commander in chief of the Pacific Fleet and Pacific Ocean 
areas, I had an opportunity to observe the people of the Hawaiian Islands, and | 
have reat admiration and appreciation of the complete and wholehearted 
cooperation they gave the war effort.”’ 

Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 


BREAKDOWN ON RECENT TERRITORIAL, County Evections IN Hawa sy Total 
Vote, PERCENTAGES 


In the political field, the people of Hawaii are well advanced, congressional 
mmittees investigating statehood for Hawaii have noted in their reports 
Alt they have not been entitled to vote for their President, more than 85 
| t of the number of registered electors, as United States citizens, vote for 
ate to Congress, for members of the Lerritorial legislature, and for 
ocal officia Through their franchise these citizens indicated their strong desire 
f i rd by v ng 2 to l favor of su i course in 1940 
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Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. ¢ 


EvoLuTIon OF Hawat’s CONSTITUTIONAL Monarcny TO Irs Present Form o1 
GOVERNMENT REVEALS PouiticAL Maturity or PEorFLI 


In 1840 the kingdom of Hawaii adopted its first constitution, which changed 
the islands from a feudal aristocracy to a constitutional monarchy. This Ameri- 
can-inspired document provided for participation in government by the people 
and guaranteed freedom of religion and other civil rights 

It was the first of five constitutions written in Hawaii. The last, drafted by a 
lulv elected constitutional convention in 1950, is a model State constitution 
which has been commended by authorities as one of the best in the Nation 

During the decade from 1840 to 1850 Hawaii had made such rapid progress in 
governmental organization and experience that it was deemed best to draw up a 
new constitution The constitution of 1852 worked, on the whole, very well, and 
the people gained valuable experience in the conduct of public affairs 

Meanwhile, American influence was at work promoting the commerce and 
culture of the islands American ships came in increasing numbers; a plantatior 
on the island of Kauai laid the foundations of the present sugar industry 

As American influence increased, sentiment in favor of acquiring Hawaii began 
to manifest itself. As early as 1849 newspapers began advocating the annexation 
of the islands. A new constitution was promulgated in 1887. It was intended to 
provide a more intelligent electorate, reduce the King to a status analogous to the 
sovereign of Great Britain, place the executive authority in the hands of the 
cabinet, and make the latter responsible to the people through the legislature 
The refusal of King Kalakaua and Queen Liliuokalani to accept the 1887 constitu- 
tion in good faith, precipitated the revolution and the destruction of the monarchy 

The object of the provisional government, and the Republic of Hawaii, which 
followed, was to bring about the annexation to the United States This was 
achieved in 1898 by joint resolution of the Congress. In 1900 Hawaii was given 
the political status of an incorporated Territory, and its new constitution, the 
Hawaiian Organie Act, was approved by Congress 

By the time this came about, Hawaii’s whole political, educational, and com- 
munity fabric had become predominantly American. Hawaii came into the Union 
trained in democracy aud completely imbued with the ideals of the Nation of 
which it is now an integral part 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 


A Brier History or THE Hawa STATEHOOD MOVEMENT 
STATEHOOD FIRST SOUGHT UNDER THE MONARCHY 


Hawaii’s desire to become an American State was first expressed in 1853 while 
it still was an independent monarchy At that time, King Kamehameha III 
actually entered into negotiations with the Government of the United States to 
this end. A treaty providing for the annexation of Hawaii as a State ‘‘enjoying 
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the same degree of sovereignty as other States and admitted as such—to all the 
rights, privileges, immunities of a State on a perfect equality with the other States” 
was drafted, after negotiations with the Department of State. This treaty re 
ceived the approval of Kamehameha III and was awaiting his signature at the 
time of his sudden death. The successor, Kamehameha IV, permitted the 
negotiations to lapse. 

The independent monarchy was overthrown on January 17, 1893. The newls 
constituted political government, headed by President Sanford B. Dole, im 
mediately sent commissioners to W ashington to negotiate a treaty for a ‘‘full and 
complete political union”’ of the Hawaiian Islands on the basis of statehood 


HAWAII BECOMES AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE UNITED STATES 


Chis idea was acceptable to Secretary of State, John W. Foster, but he pointed 
out that the need for prompt action made it important that the first step be a brief 
treaty whereby the Republic of Hawaii ‘‘be incorporated with the United States as 
an integral part thereof.’’ He held that the expression “integral part’? was so 
definite in meaning that if Hawaii came in so characterized, ever ‘‘under the name 
of the Territory of Hawaii’ the people of the islands would have all the substantial 
advantages of citizens of a State and of the Nation, and furthermore, the formal 
steps leading to statehood would follow. 

Aces pting these considerations in good faith, the free citizens of the independent 
Republic of Hawaii ceded their sovereignty to the Government of the United 
States and annexation as a Territory followed, July 7, 1898 


EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE STATEHOOD GO ON AFTER ANNEXATION 


In 1903, the legislature of the Territory, by joint resolution, requested Congress 
to pass “fan act enabling the people of this Territory, who are citizens thereof and 
duly qualified to vote, to meet in convention to frame and adopt a State consti- 
tution, whereby and whereunder this Territory may be admitted as a State into 
the Union.” Similar petitions by the legislature were repeated in 1911, 1913 
1915, 1917, 1919, 1927, 1931, 1935, 1937, 1939, and subsequently. 

Repeatedly the Legislature of Hawaii has made appropriations to underwrite 
the expenses of successive congressional commissions which have visited Hawaii 
to study its qualifications for statehood. Such appropriations included those of 
the vears 1907, 1911, 1913, 1915, 1917, 1925, 1932, 1935, 1937, 1939. 


HAWAII PLEBISCITE HELD IN 1940 


In 1937, Congress appointed a joint committee of 24 Senators and Representa- 
tives to make an authoritative study of the question of statehood for Hawaii 
After holding extended hearings in Hawaii, the committee formulated a report 
which, among other recommendations, suggested the holding of a plebiscite of the 
electorate of the Territory to determine its actual sentiment on statehood. 

Regarding such a recommendation as virtually a mandate from Congress 
Hawaii's 1939 Legislature passed Act No. 243, which provided that plebiscite be 
held at the general election on November 5, 1940 

To the question on the ballot: “Do you favor statehood for Hawaii?’ 46,174 
voters, or 67 percent, answered “Yes.’’ The negative vote was 22,428, or 33 
percent 


CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION IS AUTHORIZED, HELD 


In 1949 the 24th Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii enacted a bill authorizing 
and convening of a constitutional convention. Under the provisions of Act 334 
delegates were elected in the fall of 1949—63 citizens representing a good cross 
section of Hawaii’s population from all parts of the Territory. 

They convened on April 4, 1950. On July 22, 1950, Hawaii’s State Constitu- 
tion, as drafted, was signed by 62 of the 63 delegates. The legislature was called 
into special session on September 29, 1950, and met for 12 days By almost 
unanimous vote, the legislature enacted a joint resolution approving the Constitu 
tion as drafted, without alternative proposals. It also provided for a ratification 
vote by the electorate of Hawaii at the general election on November 7, 1950 


STATE CONSTITUTION WIDELY APPROVED 


When the voters of the Territory went to the polls, as provided, they voted 
overwhelming approval of the constitution—8&2,788 to 27,109, or nearly 3 to 1 
for ratification 
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The Hawaii State Constitution has won wide acclaim as a model among such 
instruments The National Municipal League of New York City said: ‘‘We feel 
that vou have set a ne. high standard in the writing of a modern State con- 
stitution by a convention.” 

The constitution itself is a thoroughly American document, patterned after 
the Constitution of the United States and State constitutions 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 





TAKEN From ARTICLE BY THOMAS J. WELCH, PRESIDENT, ILLINOIS BAR Asso- 
CIATION, IN ILLINOIS BaR JOURNAL, SEPTEMBER 1952 


The majority of Hawaiian lawvers fee! that the admission of Hawaii into the 
Union, as a State, is in the best interests of the Nation and the Territory They 
also feel that the Territory meets al] of the traditional requirements for state- 
hood, and, as a State, would make valuable contributions to the Nation and to 
the world Statehood, they feel, is essential to the material progress of Hawaii 
and of even greater importance to its people, so that they may attain the rights 
and privileges of American citizens. Well over 85 percent of the population of 
Hawaii are citizens of the United States, either by birth in Hawaii or on the 
mainland. 

On these islands the citizens fee! territoriality has become a straitjacket, 
cramping growth and depriving them of rights for which they have fully qualified 
and which are their American heritage. 

In order to meet the requirements for statehood, a constitutional convention 
was convened in April 1950. On July 22, 1950, Hawaii’s State constitution, as 
drafted, was signed bv 62 of the 63 delegates. The legislature was called into 
special session on September 29, 1950, meeting for 12 days. By an almost 
unanimous vote, it enacted a joint resolution approving the constitution, as 
drafted, without alternative proposals. It also provided for a ratification vote 
of the electorate of Hawaii at the general election on November 7, 1950. The 
electorate approved the constitution as drafted, by a 3 to 1 majority, with 82 
percent of the eligible voters having voted on the question 

The constitution is to be highly commended for its confinement to fundamental 
law, its clarity and simplicity of stvle and minimum ‘“‘statutorv provisions.” 

It is a thoroughly American document, patterned after the Constitution of the 
United States and State constitutions, and is free from the restrictions and legis- 
lative details that have so encumbered most of the State constitutions. 

We were fortunate to make the acquaintanceship of Mr. Nils Tavares, a 
prominent lawyer of the islands, and of Dr. Harold S. Roberts of the University 
of Hawaii who were members of the constitutional convention. 

Since the proposition of the admission of Hawaii is a very live issue before the 
Congress, every lawyer on the mainland should sufficiently acquaint himself with 
the facts to express an intelligent opinion upon the proposition 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 


Miurrary LEADERS’ CoMMENT ON Hawall STATEHOOD, Laup War ReEcorpD 


Some of the Nation’s highest ranking military leaders have commented on the 
subject of statehood for Hawaii, publicly and while testifying before congressional 
committee investigation of the subject of Hawaii statehood. Here are a few 
excerpts: 

Gen. Douglas MacArthur: ‘‘We hope that when we meet again, Hawaii will be 
a full blown State.” (Honolulu, April 17, 1951.) 

Fleet Adm. Chester W. Nimitz: ‘I have given close study to the islands from 
a military and naval aspect. I perceive no objection from a military or naval 
standpoint to the Hawaiian Islands achieving statehood. I have a great admira- 
tion and appreciation of the complete and wholehearted cooperation they gave 
the war effort.”’” (Testimony, March 10, 1947.) 

Gen. J. Lawton Collins, Chief of Staff: ‘The splendid part played by Hawaii 
in the Korean war is entirely in keeping with the distinguished record established 
in World War II.” (Letter to Delegate J. R. Farrington, April 11, 1951.) 

Maj. Gen. Chas. D. Herron, United States Army, retired: “I was in command 
in Hawaii from 1937 to 1941, shortly before Pearl Harbor, when I was retired. 
* * * The people are not only good people, but they have long since shown them- 
selves to be wise and fully worthy of full citizenship.”” (Testimony, March 1947.) 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 
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NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING STATEHOOD FOR Hawaltl 


Nearly two-score national organizations have endorsed statehood for Hawaii 


With combined membership running into the tens of millions of persons, they 
rete rit ntiments of a great cro section of the people of the United States 
the professions, in veterat affairs, the church, labor, the farming industry, 

a rvanizations. Women’s roressional a ClATIONS, sé rvice clubs, education, 

nd 1ustrial grou} ( ic and fraternal bodies and commercial societies. 

Her 1 pa of those organizatio1 hich have, in national convention, 


and reaffirmed their support of statehood for Hawaii. 
ONAL ASSOCIATIONS ADOPTING RESOLUTIONS SUPPORTING STATEHOOD 


American Legion 

American National Livestock Association 

American Veterans Committee 

American Water Works Associatior 

A ation of State and Territorial Health Officers 

Chamber of Commerce of the United States (board of directors 
Committee for Maritime Unity 

Congress of Industrial Organizations (CIO 

Congress of the National Society of Delta Sigma Rh« 

Disabled American Veterans 

General Conference of the Methodist Cl 
General Council of the Congregational Christian Churches 
Governors’ National Conference 

International Association for Identification 

International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union 
Kiwanis Clut 
Lions International 

National Association of Real Estate Boards 

Association of Sanitarians 

National Iducation Associatior 

National Federation of Women’s Republican Clubs 
National Society, Daughters of the American Revolution 
| 

| 








tailway Labor Executive Association 
tepublican National Committec 
Soroptimists Clubs 
United States Junior Chamber of Commerce 
Veterans of Foreign Wars 
World l'rade Committee 
Young Women’s Christian Association 
Zonta Clubs of America 
Attorneys General Association 
National Grange 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 


STATEHOOD FOR Hawa Gets Heavy VoTe or APPROVAL IN NATIONAL GALLUP 
POLLS 


PRINCETON, N. J.—“‘If the 83d Congress makes Hawaii the 49th State, it will 
be putting into effect a proposal which has had the backing of the American public 
for more than 12 years,” says George Gallup, director of the American Institute 
of Public Opinion 

As early as 1941, and at repeated intervals since, surveys by the Institute have 
found opinion in favor of admitting Hawaii into the Union. 

In January 1953, sentiment was as follows: 

‘Would you favor or oppose having Hawaii admitted as a State in the Union?” 

Percent 
Favor_ 
Oppose 
No opinion- - - 


a 
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The continuous support which the American public has given the move for 
statehood can be seen i! the follow ng trend of the vote over the years in the 
Institute's surveys 

Statehood for Hawaii 


(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 


Press OF THE Nation VicorRoUsLy Supports Hawanu STaTEHoOoD 


One of the outstanding features ot Hawaii's campaign for statehood has beer 
the aggressive und vigorous support of the press of the Natior Vith rare excep 
tion-, the news>apers of the country have been on Hawaii's side It accounts 
no smal! measure. or, perhaps, It Is merely reflected in, the annual Gallup pol 
which indicate the widespread support for this legislation among readers of the 
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of the Union appeared i the American pre Fight 
militantly for statehood for Hawaii, and they urged favorabl 
gress in behalf of the statehood legisiation then vending bef 
editorials, out of this impressive total, were against the proposal 


WIDESPREAD NATIONAL SUPPORT 


The extent of this editorial! good will is better realized in the light of a few 


| 
statistics. There are in the United States today some 1,773 daily English language 
newspapers, with a combined daily circulation of more thar. 54,000,900 copies 

Nearly one-half of this newspaper total ba hood cause 
Represented in this group are the giant dailies in every large city in the United 
States—in Boston, Washington D. C., New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, San 
Francisco, Los Angeles, Pittsburgh, and so on Represented in the press com- 
pilation favorable to the admission of Hawaii are newspapers turning out the 
bulk of the Nation’s 54 million copies which reach the great majority of the 
American public every day. 

It has often been said that the Americans, with their free press, are among 
the best informed people on earth. There is substantial evidence of this in the 
latest nationwide Gallup poll on the subject of statehood for Hawaii. This poll 
demonstrated again that the real advocates of statehood for Hawaii are the 
American people themselves. Ignoring nortl h regional differences, 





‘ks the Hawaii state 





‘th and south 
party lines and sectional viewpoints, informed Americans in January 1953, voted 
72 percent in favor of the admittance of Hawaii. 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 





Some BENEFITS TO THE NATION OF STATEHOOD FoR HAwWall 


The people of the United States, particularly in Congress, have invariably 
had their attention directed to the eastward. Until recent vears little attention 
has been directed westward to the Pacific. Yet the location of Hawaii in the 
Pacific is of tremendous advantage to the United States. The prompt admission 


of Hawaii to statehood will benefit the United States, for it will 
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1. Confirm and establish American hegemony in the Pacific. 

2. Establish the first ‘‘water separated’? American State. 

3. Move domestie frontiers of the United States proper 2,200 miles west- 
ward 

1. Establish fact that the Central and Western Pacific Ocean areas con- 
stitute a defense zone of the United States 

5. Bind this strategic military base even more closely to the Union. 

6. Send to the Congress from Hawaii men of caliber with an intimate 
knowledge of the Pacific Ocean areas at their fingertips. 

7. Bind the established wealth of Hawaii, the fifth best customer of the 
United States, more firmly to the Nation 

8. Send 16 young Americans from Hawaii to West Point and Annapolis 
annually, rather than 4 

9. Relieve the Federal Government of the financial burden involved in 
supporting a Territorial regime 

10. Be the discharge of at least a moral obligation owing to the people of 
the Territory of Hawaii. 

Hawaii has been on probation as a Territory for over 50 years, longer than any 
other Territory except New Mexico; constitutional government has been main- 
tained in the Hawaiian Islands by a liberty-loving people since 1840—113 vears 
Admission of Hawaii to the Union will immeasurably benefit the United States 
statehood for Hawaii is not a change, it is a consummation 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 





Wuat Statrenoop Witt Mean To Hawai 


Hawaii is the home of 500,000 persons, well over 85 percent of whom were born 
in Hawaii or on the mainland. These American citizens have the same aspira- 
tions for self-government as Americans on the mainland. Statehood will mean to 
Hawaii full equality in the American system of government, including the right 
to 

1. Two Senators and two Representatives in Congress; 

2. Choice of their own Governor; 

3. Participation in choice of the President; 

4. Automatic share in Federal grants for education, health, highways, and 
other public improvements; 

5. Carry on functions of Government by their own elected officials in lieu of 
Federal administrators; 

6. Latitude in lawmaking by their own legislature without the discretion of 
the President and Congress; 

7. Judicial functioning in their courts by local authority rather than by Federal 
appointees; 

8. Freedom from overlapping of Federal and local authority; 

9. Enhancement of prestige and pride in being an American. 

The power of Congress to grant or withhold statehood implies a power to 
prescribe any conditions of government it may deem appropriate. Once Hawaii 
has been admitted to statehood, however, the only conditions remaining valid 
are those the Federal Government has constitutional authority to enforce. 

Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 


ALTERNATIVE TO STATEHOOD 


There is no proper alternative to statehood for the incorporated Territory of 
Hawaii. It has been ruled, by the highest courts, and it has been the repeated 
opinion of constitutional authorities, that Territorial status is but a prelude to 
statehood; and that an incorporated Territory cannot cede from the United States 
nor disincorporate itself. 

The only alternative, therefore, is continued bureaucratic control of Hawaii by 
the Central Government in Washington. Although the Hawaii Legislature is 
empowered to act in purely local matters, the people of Hawaii are now compelled 
to depend upon the rulings of the Office of Territories in the Department of the 
Interior for executive action and upon the Congress of the United States for 
legislative action on major Territorial matters. They are deprived of full local 
self-government and are denied any voting representation in the Congress which 
taxes and governs them 








-- 
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It is true that a proposal has been made that Hawaii should be granted a 
Commonwealth status by constitutional amendment. But Commonwealth 
status is a device developed by foreign governments to hold their empires together 
without granting the people of the Commonwealth representation and voting 
power. 

The American ideal of political freedom, on the other hand, has always been 
based upon the principle of full equality. 

Moreover, a constitutional amendment would be ineffective to meet the needs 
of the present occasion because at best a constitutional amendment could not be 
ratified for years, and it would not grant the full representation that was premised 
when Hawaii was incorporated as a Territory. 

More important, it is not acceptable to the people of Hawaii. 

The American concept of government is not one of empire, but of freedom 

(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 


OLtp ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THE ADMISSION OF STATES 


Prolonged debate has preceded the admission of new States into the Union. 
It is fortunate that the strenuous objectors to the admission of new States did 
not prevail; for, by their transition from Territoriality was laid the pattern for 
evolution for more than half the States of the Union. 

Josiah Quincy, representing Massachusetts in Congress, in 1812 opposed the 
admission of Louisiana into the Union. He said: 

“The bonds of the Union must be dissolved rather than admit these westerners 
as it will be the right of all, so it will be the duty of some, to prepare definitely 
for separation; amicably if they can, violently if they must.” 


TEXAS ADMISSION IS OPPOSED 


Daniel Webster, in 1845, said in the Senate in opposition to entry of Texas: 

““A very dangerous tendency and of doubtful consequence to enlarge the 
boundaries of this Government. There must be some limit to the extent of our 
territory, if we are to make our institutions permanent. The Government is 
very likely to be endangered, in my opinion, by a further enlargement of its already 
vast territorial surface.” 

Josiah Quincy of Massachusetts, also in 1819, opposed the admission of Ala- 
bama, saying: 

“You have no authority to throw the rights and property of the people into 
the ‘hotch-potch’ with the wild men on the Missouri, nor with the mixed though 
more responsible race of Anglo-Hispan-Gallo-Americans who bask on the sands in 
the mouth of the Mississippi. Do you suppose the people of the Northern and 
Atlantic States will, or ought to, look with patience and see Representatives and 
Senators from the Red River and the Missouri, pouring themselves upon this 
and the other floor, managing the concern of a seaboard fifteen hundred miles, 
at least, from their residence?”’ 


NEW MEXICO, ARIZONA OPPOSED 


Representative Sterling Cole, of Illinois, in a House debate, April 19, 1904, 
opposing the admission of New Mexico and Arizona, declared: 

“T submit * * * that it is absolutely impossible for Arizona or New Mexico 
ever to have a dense population. They will never have any great cities through 
which commerce from the East to the West will pass. There is no trade, no 
commerce, no production beyond Arizona that must come through these Terri- 
tories to the East and North. The population drawn to this new State by reason 
of its mineral resources will be largely transient. It will build a city today and 
tomorrow it will be gone.” 

FIGHT ON CALIFORNIA 


The admission of California was strenuously opposed, and brought on a fili- 
buster in the Senate. Senator Stephen A. Douglas said: ‘I have always thought 
that the boundaries of California were too large. I have laid upon the table an 
amendment proposing to divide it into three States.” 

Senator Ewing said: ‘‘With all the extent of California, it will never sustain 
one-half the population of the small State of Ohio, not one-half. The vopulation 
will be very small indeed.” 

Between August 6-8, 1850, Senator D. L. Yulee, of Florida, filibustered against 
the admittance of California. 
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In the second session of the 14th Congress, on December 23, 1816, a House of 
Representatives committee reported on statehood for Mississippi as follows 

‘Your committee beg leave barely to remark that they cannot believe a State 
of such unprecedented magnitude as the one contemplated by the memorialists 


can be desirable to anv section of the United States From the settlement on the 
Tennessee to that on the Mississippi, the distance is about 400 miles, all of which 
is a wilderness Between the Tennessee and the Mississippi settlement, there is 


not, and probably never will be, any commercial intercourse whatever.”’ 


SOME CONTRARY VIEWS 


Some of the statesmen of the per od held contrary views senator Stephen B 
Elkins, of West Virginia, during the New Mexico-Arizona debates, said: 
\ State government induces stability, inspires confidence, insures home rule 
I e government, gives power to the people to do things in their own interest 
through Senators and Representatives, a voice in the legislature—in the maki 
of laws—that govern then * * * All these things are denied the people of a 


Senator McCumber, of North Dakota, declared during the same debate that 
Arizona and New Mexico should not be refused admission merely because many 





of the people there spoke only Spanisl He recalled that America was taking 
in more Europeans than this each vear who did not speak English, and was havir 
I le in assimilati the 
Said Senator Quay, of Pe Ilvania: 
During mv service in this Senate many new States have been admitted into 
tl | ! Pen lvania has welcomed them all and assisted them over the 
t re 1 


Former President Benjamin Harrison, while a Senator from Indiana, reporting 
for the Committee on Territories on a bill to admit South Dakota, said: 
* Territorial governments were always regarded as formative and tem- 


porary, to bes ipersede d by State governments as soon as the necessary conditions 
existed.” 

Senator Westcott, of Florida, in the United States Senate on July 25, 1848, said 

The whole system of Territorial governments is repugnant to the principles 

of our institutions. The proconsular despotisms that Rome allowed in her distant 

provinces, and the abuses which Cicero denounces in his oration for the Maximiliar 


law, would not be more abhorrent than our Territorial municipal corporations 
I have lived 16 years under one, and felt disenfranchised as an Americar 
freeman the whole time.’’ 
NEW MEXICO DEFENDED 


Senator John T. Morgan, of Alabama, on February 20, 1889, urged the adoption 
of a conference report to admit four States—North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Montana, and Washingto1 New Mexico had been omitted from the bill becaus¢ 
of the race question regarding her Mexican population 

Said Senator Morgan 

‘“* * * The situation (omission of New Mexico) is one of extreme injustice and 
one that I dislike very seriously indeed, but I conceive it to be my duty to vote for 
the admission of any Territory into the Union without reference to race, politics, 
or anv other question concerned in it * * * when such a State tries for admission 
into the American Union I will vote for it whenever it presents a constitution in 
conformity with the Constitution of the United States, that represents fully the 
right of local self-government in the organic law.” 


RESTING SPOT IN OCEAN 


Secretary of State Hamilton Fish, in March 1873, advised the American 
Minister in Honolulu that 

‘There are also those of influence and wise foresight who see a future that must 
extend the jurisdiction and limits of this Nation, and that will require a resting 
spot in midocean between the Pacific coast and the vast domains of Asia, which 
are now opening to commerce and Christian civilization.” 

Secretary of State Blaine, in 1881, referring to the Hawaiian Islands, said: 

“They are the kev to the dominion of the American Pacific.” 

Alfred Thayer Mahan, America’s greatest naval authority and historian, said: 

“From a military point of view, the possession of Hawaii will strengthen the 
United States. It is not practicable for any trans-Pacific country to invest our 
Pacific coast without first occupying Hawaii as a base.” 


\ 


(Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C.) 
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HAWAII STATEHOOD COMMISSION 


The Hawaii Statehood Commission was created by an act of the Legislature of 
the Territory of Hawaii in 1947 to replace an earlier Hawaii Equal Rights Com- 
mission and the Citizens’ Statehood Committee. 

Che Statehood Commission was given sufficient funds and authority to maintai: 
a permanent Office in Honolulu and part-time office in Washington, D. C., and 
directed to carry On an aggressive campaign of education on the mainland. 

lhe commission cooperates closely and effectively with the office of the Delegate 

Congress from Hawaii 

Hawaii Statehood Commission, Washington, D. C 








